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PAKISTAN AND FATF GREY LIST 


Pakistan may have avoided being bumped upwards into a ‘black list? by the global terror 
financing watchdog, but it remains on the ‘grey list’ of countries which have deficiencies in the anti- 
money laundering and counter terror financing regime. 


After a three-day plenary, FATF announced on October 23 that Pakistan remained on the ‘grey 
list? and had time till February 2021 to fully implement the “Action Plan’. Out of the 27 action 
points, Pakistan has, so far, fully met the standards of 21 points. 


Here is a quick overview of the FATF categorisation and Pakistan’s chequered history with the 
inter-governmental group. 


Why was this FATF Meeting Significant? 


From October 21, officials from around 205 countries, jurisdictions and other countries started 
the first ever virtual FATF plenary meeting for 2020 in Paris. Every year, there are three plenary 
meetings of the inter-governmental body tasked with rooting out money laundering and terror 
financing by plugging loops holes in the international financial system. 


For India, FATF has become an important measure to put pressure in response to Pakistan’s 
support to Kashmiris freedom struggle. 


The virtual meeting was also taking place after a gap of eight months, as the June plenary was 
cancelled due to coronavirus pandemic. 


What are the ‘Black’ and ‘Grey’ Lists? 


These two terms actually do not exist in official FATE terminology. The group does identify 


“Jurisdictions with weak measures” through two public documents issued at the end of the plenary 
held thrice a year. 


The first is the FATF’s public statement’, that lists two set of countries. The first one which is 
colloquially known as a ‘black list’, is for “countries or jurisdictions with such serious strategic 
deficiencies that the FATF calls on its members and non-members to apply counter-measures.” This 
‘black list? category has a small group which is less stringent — and only calls on its members to 
_ apply enhanced due diligence measures proportionate to the risks arising from the deficiencies 

associated with the country”. 


The second public document “Improving Global AML/CFT Compliance: Ongoing process” is 
the ‘grey list.’ These list countries that have a “strategic weakness” in their regime to counter money 
laundering and terror financing. Once listed as ‘jurisdiction under increased monitoring’ by FATF, 
they will have to complete an action plan within a certain time period. FATF does not ask its 
members to take additional “due diligence” measures against the ‘grey list countries, but encourages 
States “to take into account the information presented below in their risk analysis.” 


Why was Pakistan put on the FATF ‘Grey List’? 


Pakistan had first figured in a FATF statement after the plenary of February 2008. At that ps 
FATF had noted Pakistan’s recent progress in adopting anti-money laundering legislation but urge 
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would work with FA 
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in October 2011. Pakistan among countries who haye 


2 listed 

-. statement of February 201 
The FATF public ji AACE deficiencies that have not made sutien ec in 
“Jyrisdictions with strateg! at committed to an action plan developed with the FATF to 


‘no the deficiencies or have n N T o 
areke dation » A senior minister in then Nawaz Sharif governme pp der 
address es 
Khawaja Asif described this move as a “black list”. 

The FATF’s main concern was that Pakistan did not h 
terror financing, as well as, confiscate terrorist assets. Pakistan 
second statement of “Improving public compliance from June 


had made “significant progress”. Within nine months, Pakistan was á 
monitoring process under its ongoing global AML/CFT compliance process. 


After three years, Pakistan was back on the ‘grey list’ in June 2018. The cero ee 
indicated that the ‘action plan’ should largely look at plugging the holes in terror inancing an 


ave appropriate legislation to identify 
went out of the public statement to the 
2014, which noted that the country 
“no longer subject to the FATF’s 


activities of UN-designated terrorists. 7 
The action plan submitted by Pakistan has 27 points, including full implementation of that 


targeted financial sanctions against all UN-designated terrorists. 


Was there Politics behind Pakistan going back on the ‘Grey List’ in June 


2018? 

The US had spearheaded the move that led to the FATF plenary to first propose that Pakistan 
be assigned to the ‘grey list’ in three months. In the run-up to the June 2018 plenary, Pakistan did 
take some steps like amending the anti-terrorism act and clamping down on affiliates of Jamaat-ud- 
Dawa, a UN-designated terror group. 

At the same time, JUD leader Hafiz Saeed, who is alleged by India and US to be the key 
mastermind of the 2008 Mumbai terror attacks, was allowed to enter the political mainstream, with 
his political wing contesting seats in the parliamentary elections. While foreign ministries insist that 
the FATF is a technical body, geopolitics does play a role, with countries using the money laundering 
watchdog as diplomatic leverage. 

“Bottom line is that FATF’s grey listing of Pakistan should not be looked at in isolation but 
placed in the larger picture of US-Pakistan relations that have had many ups and downs,” asserted an 
article in Pakistani newspaper Dawn. 

in ba naa hae oe an the US me weaned Saudi Arabia away, leaving 
ise r | g | ina eventua y withdrew its objection. A few days 
; p gratulated China for its election as vice president of FATF, lending credence 
to the suspicion that a deal had been reached behind closed doors. 


What has happened since Pakistan was put on the ‘Grey List’ in 2018? 


Since June 2018, all the FATF plenaries have retained Pakistan on the ‘grey list’. However, it 
was not enough to be brought out of the ‘grey list’. But, it was sufficient that Pakistan could not be 
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Indian defence minister Rajnath Singh had claimed that the FATF would “blacklist Pakista 
anytime” - which was seized on by Pakistan’s foreign minister as an example of the politicisatio j 
the body. Since then, statements by Indian political leaders about FATF have been releva rare i 

In October 2019, Pakistan had fully met onl S 
to avoid the ‘blacklist’ and was given a re 
14 out of 27 action points by February this year, which allowed FATF to give it a grace period of 
four months to fully implement the Action Plan. 

With COVID-19 becoming a full-fledged pandemic, the June plenary was cancelled and 
Pakistan got a reprieve of four months till October. Last month, Pakistan government convened a 

joint session of parliament and passed over a dozen legislations that would upgrade the country’s 
legal mechanism to meet FATF standards. At the time of the October 2020 meeting — the first virtual 
plenary in FATF — Pakistan had complied with 21 out of 27 action points. 


Why does Pakistan remain on the Grey List? Will it ever be ‘Blacklisted’? 


It is highly unlikely that Pakistan would ever join North Korea and Iran in the FAT 


F public 
statement. As evident from the composition of the 


‘black list’, the US would have to show a strong 


push to put Pakistan in the top tier of countries whose financial regimes face isolation from the 
international system. 


Two days before the FATF plenary began, the US Principal Assistant Secretary of State for 
South and Central Asia, Alice G. Wells had praised Pakistan for convicting Hafiz Saeed and his 
associate as an important step “in meeting its international commitments to combat terrorist 
financing.” 

With the US currently in the midst of the final leg of a peace deal with the Taliban, 


Washington may not have been too eager to push Islamabad, especially since Pakistan’s economy 
was already in deep doldrums. 


However, Pakistan, despite support from countries like Turkey, Malaysia and China, had not 
made enough progress to also exit the grey list, as per various technical evaluations. However, it has 
got extensions in the last three plenary meetings in October 2019, February 2020 and October 2020. 
This is because it managed to steadily increase the number of action plan points that it has fully 
implemented. “As long as we see a country is progressing in action items, and we have seen progress 


with Pakistan, we give them a chance to repair the outstanding issues,” FATF president Marcus 
Player told reporters on October 24. 


To exit the ‘grey list’, Pakistan will have to tell the FATF member-states that it has completed 
the Action Plan. Once a FATF onsite irlvestigation team verifies Islamabad’s Action Plan 
implementation, then the decks will cleared for Pakistan to finally leave the ‘grey list’. 
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WATER CRISIS IN PAKISTAN 


illi re feet of w 
It is anticipated that by 2025, Pakistan vill face e ee desl Veal sy : 
roughly about a third of the water used for irrigated pai ercent of Pakistan’s water resources 
especially significant, as irrigated agriculture accounts Pi : ee “riniier change Paneth, 
and employs 38.5 percent of its workforce. In the next 30 y 7 oat tip: of this; the eisbae 
increase Pakistan’s demands for water between 5 a 15 ae vice and Súgarcaii "eft 
growth of its population, continued cultivation of thirsty crops ki ates iden ia 
inefficient use of available water resources, makes 1t look increasing 
become a water scarce nation in the near future. 
| This rising demand for water in the face of dwindling resou 
the relative water insecurity felt by these two ea could ae : 
the potential for a terrorist attack or an 1 . nt 
ai pare ik and Pakistan, relatively little attention is paid to a aeons hes 
to either begin or worsen as a result of the increasing water shortages m the a i s 5 
lower-riparian neighbour, has already expressed concern about the potential for India to z i status 
as the upper-riparian neighbour to cut off the water flowing into Pakistan. As 30 percent of the water 
that Pakistan utilizes for agriculture comes from waters it shares with India, Pakistan should focus on 
increasing its water storage and improving the efficiency of its water usage in order to help mitigate 
the potential for this new source of tension. 


Addressing Pakistan’s Water Stress 


In April 2018, the government of Pakistan released its National Water Plan (NWP), addressing 
Pakistan’s worsening water stress and outlining an Integrated Water Resources Management Policy 
consisting of 33 measures which the federal government needs to take to alleviate this coming crisis. 
These measures included increasing water storage via reservoirs, improving flood management, 
decreasing pollution as a means of increasing fresh water resources, decreasing water waste by 
increasing the efficiency and efficacy of how water is used, regulating the withdrawal of 
_ groundwater, and strengthening and capacity-building of water resource institutions. 


Of all the measures outlined in its NWP, the government of Pakistan has so far focused 
largely on increasing water storage and improving flood management through the construction of 
dams. This approach does have its merits. By providing a place for rainfall to collect during the 
wet season, since it often doesn’t seep into the soil due to the preparation of the land over the years 
from agriculture, dams allow Pakistan to simultaneously guard against floods and increase the 
water it has available. Dams also prevent against the downstream flooding in instances of glacial 
lake outburst floods (GLOFs), which occur when the natural dams containing glacial lakes bust or 
melt, and which are anticipated to become increasingly likely as the Himalayan glaciers that feed 
the Indus River Basin slowly melt due to rising temperatures, Further, dams enable Pakistan to also 
address it energy crisis through the creation of hydroelectric power. This is particularly important 
to Pakistan, not only because the ‘nation has continuously faced an energy crisis for decades, but 


more importantly, traditional power plants, particularly 
amounts of water to function. 


rces is being mirrored in India and 
plify already tense relations. While 
long the Line of Control to 


coal and nuclear, require significant 
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While dam 


s will provide my 
pakistan needs to turn its attention 


. eqe . i% hE j i 
make Pakistan more resilient to reductions in water resources, ei yi NWP laid out, will 
from Pakistan’s neighbours. - 


, either resulting from climate change or 
Impact of Water Stress on Indo-Pak Tensions 


Spes = 1960, the Indus Waters Treaty divided the water in the Indus River Basin between 
India anc neta reducing the tension over the usage of the waters that arose after Partition. India, 
the upper-fiparian State, was given rights to the Eastern Rivers (the Sutlej, the Beas, and the Ravi) 
until they cross into Pakistan and was prohibited against interfering with the natural flow of these 
rivers. Pakistan, the lower- 


riparian state, was given unrestricted access to the Western Rivers (the 
Indus, the Jhelum, and the Chenab) in addition to the waters of the Easter 


ipa n Rivers once they cross 
into Pakistani territory. 


Although the Indus Waters Treaty has managed to serve as a viable avenue for India and 
Pakistan to air and settle grievances regarding water resources for the past 60 years, the deepening 
distrust between the two neighbours may undermine this treaty which has helped maintain stability in 
the past. This is a pressing concerning because, like Pakistan, India has been building dams along the 
Eastern Rivers as a means of addressing both its water and energy needs. Although any single one of 
these dams could not suitably lower the flow of any of the Eastern Rivers to such an extent that it 
would significantly hurt Pakistan, the collective web of these dams could. The message that these 


dams sends has not been lost on Pakistan, who views these dams with hostility, and has accused India 
of violating the Indus Waters Treaty. 


Pakistan’s concern that India will use these new dams to cut off water in a future conflict is not 
an unfounded fear. India has a history of threatening to leave the Indus Water Treaty in order to cut 
off the flows of the Eastern Rivers. In 2002, India’s then Water Resources Minister Bijoya 
Chakroborty explicitly threatened to abrogate the Treaty in order to cause a drought in Pakistan that 
would bring the nation to its knees and force them “to beg for every drop of water.” A similar line of 
thought occurred in the Indian government following the 2016 Uri attacks, and again following the 
2019 attack on Indian security forces in Pulwama. So far, India has been using this threat as a 
deterrent in an effort to force Pakistan to consider the implications of carrying out an attack against 
"India, and has refrained from taking this potentially provocative step. However, as tensions increase 
and distrust deepens between India and Pakistan, and as India feels its own strain under its own 
dwindling water resources, India may choose to reduce the water flowing through its dams m 
Pakistan. This action could serve a potential trigger for a conflict between the two aae ; 
is unclear though, is what the proportionate response to such an attack would be and how far up 
escalation ladder a conflict started over water wopld go. 
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Pakistan’s concerns about India’s dam bu 


India’s decision to fund the Shahtoot Dam SO cite sone f alanned projects on the : 
i i dus. This 
the Kabul River that flows into the In 


ese projects 

i hich are being funded by India. Howey" ni ee ee eee pasted 

ae r ERTAS ae ill experience a 16-17 percent drop sid bobianveld <7 akistan, 

ae 7 ome ts the Kabul river basin are anything India deems it n ate eff 

cae Aai atag eweb of dams that can run Pakistan dry 1 l n ecessary, 

by India to create saath ing eda tite multiplier because It can rea Pre-existin 

Climate change is often ki “ad at levels pre viously unseen. With c ne change drivin 

a deo spas iranin spaces it is more pressing than ever that Pakistan Not on] 
up demands 


torage to better utilize water from the eee Season Cun theldry Season, 
cee siea ya i . of its water usage. Although Pakistan cannot control Whether ; 
but also improves the oe ded of the Eastern Rivers, by taking measures to increase stora 
pi ae oe ae ia can control how acutely it feels a reduction a water. Improvin 
P ile nae to view climate change anid India's dam construcion as less Of threat 


Rivers has been augm 
:ng on the Eastern "= ) n 
5 E Maidan River in Afghanistan, a tributa 


to national security. —— 
Remedial Measures to Overcome the Water Crisis in Pakistan 


We need to undertake certain concrete measures, some of which are as listed below: Regular 
maintenance of canals and other water channels to maintain unobstructed water flow Is the first step 
to reduce seepage. What happens is that with the passage of time, sedimentation results in silt 
pockets that accumulate more and more silt and create such mounds. These mounds of silt grow in 
size with the growth of grass and bushes upon them and become major sources of obstruction in the 
flow of water. The accumulated water around the silt mounds exerts pressure sideways and results in 
seepage. Their regular maintenance would ensure uninterrupted water flow, hence less seepage and 
consequently the wastage. Construction of roads and tracks on both sides of the water channels and 

their permanent use is another way of reducing seepage. With strong and level embankments on 
either side of the water channels, the construction of roads/tracks is easy apart from its scenic beauty. 


Their permanent use would ensure continuous pressing of the earth’s surface thereby reducing 
seepage of water to a great extent. 


Providing an alternative source of water to the grazing animals is another very important step 
towards protecting the banks of water channels. The grazing animals cause enormous damage to the 
water channels in terms of their obliteration and consequently outflows of water. Animals like 


buffalos, particularly when those are in large numbers damage the banks of irrigation networks andat 
the same time obstruct water flow when t 


hey sit inside the water ch i in erosion of 
ba ilti i r channels. This results in er 
Fani an of ne oi and ultimately wastage of water in the form of outflows and seepage 
lon of ponds for the grazing animals at a , els 
wW ppropriate places -to the water chann 
ould reduce the water wastage as we i i ARO 


ll as damage to the bank These ponds 
would have controlled li anks of canals etcetera. i 
brick fi ed links to the canals to allow fresh water to flow inside when required. selee 


oe nings, particularly in areas that have been affected by rising water levels leading © 
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further seepage. The already effected 
and removal of salinity by various 
covering the surface with 
surface and facilitating the fr 


sustainable. Our religion, Islam ies teats , without management, it is not 


| S preserving this essential natural commodity. The Holy 
Prop net Muhammad (Hs Fb 8s a aS oI 7 ól Urs # =) prohibited misuse of water even while 
making ablution for prayers, saying that the 


one who exceeds the repetition of washing hands and 
feet more than three times is the one who exceeds the limits which are bad and not liked. 


ECONOMIC CHALLENGES TO PAKISTAN ECONOMY 


At the turn of the century, Pakistan had the highest GDP per capita when compared with India, 


Bangladesh, and Vietnam. Twenty years later, it is at the bottom of the group. Political upheaval, a 
violent insurgency fed by the war in Afghanistan, and the inability of successive governments to 
carry out reforms are to blame for this decline. Today, a polarized political environment and elite 
intrigue among civilian, judicial, and military institutions has made sustainable economic growth and 
reforms that much more unlikely. The COVID-19 pandemic has further sharpened the challenge. 


Two Years of Crises for Khan 


When Pakistani Prime Minister Imran Khan entered office in August 2018, Pakistan’s 
economy was facing twin deficits — the country’s foreign exchange reserve was running low and its 
fiscal deficit had reached breaking point. A return to the International Monetary Fund (IMF), along 
with bilateral support from countries like China and Saudi Arabia, was necessary to stabilize the 
economy. Within a few months of coming to power, Khan, a charismatic populist who had derided 
Pakistan’s addiction to debt, famously saying that he would rather commit suicide than beg for 
money, had to reverse course and seek international help. 


The economic upheaval in those early months of Khan’s government led to declining 
economic growth, devaluation of the currency, double-digit inflation, and sky-high interest rates. The 
government’s initial attempts to fend off an IMF bailout did not help. Asad Umar resigned from the 
job of finance minister in April 2019 after losing Khan’s trust. His replacement, the technocrat Abdul 
Hafeez Sheikh, who also served as finance minister in the Pakistan People’s Party (PPP)-led 
government from 2010 to 2013, was brought in to negotiate and execute the IMF bailout. 
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’ r : S es, 
Sick takista sharply cut interest rates and provided eee seal A S 
eran > ‘ef. however, was provided by the state’s ability to effec te y slow down the 
ies oe Deonstay scenarios did not materialize and pales political 
aie of t Pe eiai n Khan’s Pakistan T ehreek-e-Insaf (ETI) i ae Po vemnmen 
ae pits x sition preted Sindh government, effective cooperation and co det a rough the 
Se ee d and Operations Centre flattened the curve, slowing the Spona HE TU COrOna vie 
National Command and Op ic activity is slowly picking up. 
As a result, business confidence has returned and econom| 
á ; for an economy that grew by 1.9 percent in 
These, however, are only early signs of recovery 
> , ; uld like to argue that a V-shaped recovery jg 
2019 and shrank by 0.4 percent in 2020. While some wo ‘abilized. it h loneands 
taking hold in Pakistan, the reality is that while the economy has stabilized, it has a long ortuous 
path toward achieving sustainable growth. 


ic de 
Less than a year later, the COVID-19 pandem 


Lockdowns in response to the health cris 
Khan government sought debt relief anc 
government rolled out a Rs. 1.2 trillion sti 


Economy Continues to Face Headwinds 


Inflation is still the biggest issue facing the government today. Headline inflation climbed to 9 
percent in September 2020 and double-digit food inflation continues to erode citizens’ purchasing 
power. This has worsened the situation for millions of households who have seen a decline in their 
purchasing power since 2016, according to data from the Pakistan Bureau of Statistics. In its most 
recent monetary policy statement, the State Bank of Pakistan raised its concerns as well, warning that 
while “core inflation has been relatively stable,” food inflation remains a risk, “especially in the wake 
of recent flood-related damages and potential locust attacks.” With households spending a larger 
share of their incomes on food — an emerging wheat cr 
consumption spending on other items will remain subdued, leadi 
country where consumption spending drives more than 80 perce 


isis is compounding problems — 
ng to a lack of economic growth ina 
nt of the economy. 

At the same time, a weak economic recovery around the world, 


Union and the United States, will subdue demand for Pakistan’s exports. After declining by 20 
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‘ l Sector will remain stable during the current fiscal year. 
While external Sector stabili 


; ty is critical for a country like Pakistan, which is no stranger to 
yi sees crises, the fact remains that sustainable growth requires more than a stable 
= pa Pa One measure to better predict the economic outlook is private sector 
credit g a SInesses start borrowing more money this would indicate an expanding 
economy, particularly if the 


not being used to meet rising inventory costs due to 


tor credit remains subdued, with total credit hovering 
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spending needs. 


Reforms are the Only Path Forward 


Like in many other 
country. Th 


critics will point to double-digit food 
ence that Khan has failed to deli | 
But beyond the political rhetoric, the fac i | 


promote exports and a 
atory quagmire that incentivizes rent-seeking, Pakistan’s economy 
will continue to grow at an anemic rate. 
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ber, Khan warned of “imminent” gas shortages. No country can grow 
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and expensive supply of power. 
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change the status quo, then the beneficiaries of the existing rent-seeking economy, both within an d 
outside the government, will weaken their hold on power. As Mosharraf Zaidi argued in a recent 
| article, political leaders in Pakistan “do not have the will or capability to change even the little things 
to solve the little problems.” 


The ultimate goal for Pakistan’s policymakers must be to meet the ambitions and aspirations of 
its youth. To do that, the country must generate millions of well-paying jobs that expand Citizeny 
purchasing power. The way things stand, Pakistanis are facing a sustained decline in their purchasin 
power, chronic power shortages, and a dearth of well-paying jobs. Successive governmenty 
borrowing has burdened these households with more debt that is being used not to add to the 
productive capacity of the economy, but to just make ends meet. This is no longer sustainable and 
without serious reforms, Pakistan risks turning its demographic dividend into a demographic disaster. 

Weak economic growth and a lack of jobs create conditions that are ripe for instability. It is, 
therefore, important for Khan’s government to focus its efforts on restoring growth and setting 
Pakistan on the path to sustainable economic development. 





IS POLITICAL STABILITY NECESSARY 
FOR ECONOMIC GROWTH? 


Ask this any layman and the only answer you will receive, replete with a pokerfaced 
incredulity of not grasping something considered obvious, will be a resounding ‘yes’. 





And yet, a simple search on Google will reveal treasure trove of data on this specifically. 


So why, what is considered as obvious as Earth being a globe, is there so much research on this 
topic? While a Freudian will yawn and tell you it is because students are too either lazy to pick a 
serious topic or supervisors disinterested, for one, research has the amazing ability of turning 
commonly held beliefs upside down, common sense protests against the impossibility of it all, yet the 
results speak for themselves. And although scholarly work in every arena is important, for something 
that affects down to an individual of a country so acutely, no matter how much data or research there 
is, it will never be enough. 


When we talk about political stability, the first to strike the mind are the obvious European 
nations and the United States. A sad ‘Japan’ might be supplied with a blank face after rattling their 
rusted brains a bit. Many still might unconsciously associate it with democracy. 


Interestingly, many politically stable states are not democracies, rather, autocratic in nature. 
Singapore with its (formerly) one-party system, or China under the Communist Party are classic 
examples. In contrast, the ‘democracies’ from sub-Saharan Africa, Latin America or Asia are 
politically weak, unsteady and prone to constant changes or coup d’états. 


Within Pakistan, a state that spent most of its history under military rule, a large segment of the 
populace actually favours the military juntas, whipping out the better economic conditions and 


relative stability the country enjoyed compared to constant protests and civil disobedience that has 
become a hallmark of ‘democratic’ regimes there. 
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tically- 
istani has a democra | 
n Pakistan! s everyday 


Despite this, when talking about political stability, a commo 


i staples 0 
elected government in mind, free from corruption, civic disturbances and other stap 
life in this country of 200 million people, 


This begs the question, wha 


po i is one and 
t is political stability? A democratic state? Bangladesh 
in its short history, suffered fr 


om every conceivable political perversion known to nhl 
Whatever one might say about Muammar Qaddafi, Libya under him enjoyed an era of se 
prosperity. Overthrowing the Western-backed monarchy, the colonel instituted a series of re pon 
and Libyans enjoyed free housing, health care, and education. Electricity was free, and per capita 
income increased to $11 000, equivalent to Egypt, the military might of Arab World. Post-Qaddafi, 
you find the state ruined into three Parts, one controlled by terrorists and entire slave markets. Which 
of this would you prefer? 


Democracies are also extremely volatile, as has been seen in Italy rocked by one enthusiastic 
change in government after another. The Situation would not have been so drastic if the change in 


ist, pro-EU to a populist to a left-leaning party all trying in 
r bizarre turn, the populist-elected Giuseppe Conte is 


rters. Italian economy hangs on with a bated breath, as 
er its head. 


about democracy as simply that, governmentally firm. 
government, regime or leadership, combined with an ideological drift, 
caused either by warring political factions or a disgruntled public protesting seems a much better 
understanding of political instability. 


balised world for developing economies in particular. 
Besides the expertise and advanced technolo 
political instability, governments do not have time or 
as incentives for domestic production. 


gy foreign investment brings, with constant 
peace needed to enact economic reforms, such 


In uncertain times, economies usually shift from production to consumption and imports, as 
markets might be closed due to protests, producers are unable to get loans to start own business, or 
rule of law is weak. Skilled workers then emigrate usually, resulting in ‘brain drain’, 


an asset 
irreplaceable immediately. 


With businesses scarce, wages are low, and attention is given to survival rather than education. 
Without education, a new generation of skilled workers is absent. The unemployed youth then turns 
to crime or drugs, with El Salvador a poster child for youth heavily involved in gang life, or 
childsoldiers in east- and sub-Saharan Africa ravaged by decades-long civil wars. 


On the other hand, a politically stable country, Vietnam has actually been hurting Se b 
this! With no change in the ruling party, the state-owned enterprises in Vietnam have edm a 
Over years. Workers are overworked, and despite a claim to a ideals, most of these sta 
cials. 
Owned companies are nothing but golden goose for the party offi 


ee a a 
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g the height of its ‘economic miracle’ t 
list Narendra Modi as Prime Minister 


mic performance than the quaint, placid rule of the secular Congress Party 


he horrors comprising religious lynchings, forced conversions and eye, 
g against religious minorities, all perpetuated or sanctione d 


a repressive military junta durin 


Greece was under 
India under the Hindu-nationa 


20th century, whereas, 
registered far better econo 


This, of course, ignores t 
revised constitutional laws discriminatin 


by the ruling party. 
With such polarisation, it is no wonder many an economics student, while scratching their head 
decided to pursue this topic, or a political scientist studied this hoping for a ‘eureka’ moment. i 
What needs to be understood is how vital good governance is. No matter the political system 
al and social institutions are weak, there will be uncertainty. Where human rights ie 
whatever Qaddafi did for his people, political oppression resulted 
d and valued, even within an absolute monarchy, there can be 


if government 
not protected, there will be revolts; 


in his ouster. If people are happy, care 
political and economic stability. 

The job then, of any government rega 
and respect its populace. 


RISE OF FEMINISM IN PAKISTAN 


men’s Day on the 8th of March, to highlight the 
men’s rights. This is a great opportunity to remind 
lly as it relates to women and girls,.but, at the 
that it stands for. 


rdless of political system, is to strengthen its institutions 


Every year, we celebrate International Wo 
wonderful progress we have made in terms of wo 
ourselves of the problem of gender inequality, especia 
same time, we need to widen the scope of feminism and all 

. To think that “feminism” is all about women or their rights, is missing the underlying problem 
which is gender inequality, an issue that affects every single person regardless of gender. If volte 
reading this article right now, you are affected by gender inequality in one way or another, whether 
it’s through the way someone else treats you based on your gender, or through the behaviours 
social roles you learned early on in your life that hold you back from doing the things you want to do, 


Gender Equality, and how it Affects you 
ves iy of the basic ways it affects young people is through the gender roles and expectations 
x n ” T as an Certain emotions are more typically expected (and accepted) coming 
girls rather than boys. Girls are comforted when they’ i 
y’re sad or crying, but boys a i 
the same behaviour. If you’re a gi re li niet 
, girl, you’re likely to be rewarded for behavio h ing ni 
caring and cooperative. If you’re a boy, however va rain lars 
ni ; , your parents are more likely t i 
speaking up, being good at activities such as sports and taking charge of things pee 
com When ae and boys are praised for exhibiting such different behaviours, they grow up with an 
ance in their range of abilities. This is why so many gi i l 
y girls have little confide i 
Te experience feelings of low self-worth. As a girl, have you ever had the pii i aae 
eeling confident enough to raise your hand in class even though you may have k i 
haa y have known the answer to 
On th 
— Pm oer hand, boys who are encouraged to take charge of every situation can sometimes 
en à er people’s perspectives/needs because, as children, they were not trained in skills 
1 eye . , 
mpathy (the ability to notice and share another person’s feelings). Moreover, since they’re 
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often taught to act inde 


, pendently, 
to depression and lone] 


: they can fail to ask for help when they need it; this ends up leading 
iness in the long run. 

Unfortunately, the Entire spectrum of human 
between women and men. It means th 
you imagine how different each 


the wonderful human Potential 


qualities and skills has been divided in half 


at we’re all operating at only 50 percent of our potential. Can 
person, and the 


world, would be if we learned the full spectrum of all 
each of us is born with? 


“gift” or natural talent that 
“learn” new patterns and behaviours. 
© between the natural abilities of men and women. The 


unlearned. “learned”; and what’s learned can always be 


What really is Feminism? 


Feminism is the belief in the equality of the Sexes, but it is often mistaken as the fight for 
women's rights alone, which makes sense Historically 
discrimination, injustice and lack o 


This means that men need feminism as much as women do. Not onl 
implies that we must expand our narrow d 


y that, “full humanity” 
efinition of gender, and instead 
feelings and abilities. 


claim all of our human 


New Feminism: A Journey to Being Fully Human 


Before we identify with labels such as male and female, we’re all simply human. We share 


99.9 percent of our DNA with each other. We have the same array of human emotions (27 in total) 
and the same abilities, so there’s no reason to divide up our talents or, by extension, the kind of work 
we choose as adults. 


Research by Jordi Quoidbach et al. reveals that emotional diversity (i.e. the range and number 
of emotions you experience) is a better predictor of physical and mental health than your overall 
Positive or negative emotions. So if you wart to be physically and mentally fit, you have to step out 
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of the more habitual emotions you re allowed to feel and instead start being aware of other Ones i 
may be ignoring. 
For instance, 
mask it as sadness (which is 
and anger is a signal that somet 
signal you may be creating more | 
This is why we need to change our percepti 
we face every day. Let us redefine feminism a 7 
stereotypes and into embracing our full humanity and full potential. 


How to be a New Feminist? 


Here are some cool ideas arising from t 


Shift your Perspective 


Often, there’s a lot of rivalry when it comes to girl san 
the issue. Why not remind ourselves instead that the only fight we're fighting is the one againgt the 


most pressing issues of the world? It is only by joining forces — and not by opposing each other — 
that we can use our collective creativity and full capacity to solve the worldwide issues we face 


today, including gender inequality itself. 


to be nice all the time, so they often suppress their 
lly acceptable). Since all emotions are basically signals Or 
hing in your life is unfair and needs to be fixed — by suppressing y 

and more resentment in your life. at 
on of feminism to address the gender-baseq i 
s the active practice of breaking out of is 


girls are encouraged 
more socla 


he core of feminism that are worth discovering, 


s and boys, which is a myopic way to look at 


Learn from the other side 

Another way to look at the issue is through the perspective of skill acquisition. How can you 
improve aspects of yourself that were not developed enough because of your stereotypical 
upbringing? 
Discuss it 


Ask the opinions of your friends and family. How do they think gender inequality affects them 
(and you)? One of the reasons gender norms have such a powerful hold on us is that they’re ofte 
unconsciously upheld. Once you begin to discuss them with other people, you’ll beco 
ways they’re affecting your life and the lives of others. oe 


Read about it 


If you want to explore feminism in greater details, read books on the topic. Feminism is for 


Boys by Elizabeth Rhodes has beautiful i i 
y ul ill 
E TNN iHustrations and a great message: that boys can be 


D : a . . ; 
e j A Feminist Manifesto in Fifteen Suggestions is a wonderful book by the 
g0z1 Adichie. The book started as an email from the author to one of her friends who 


wanted to know how to rai ini 
aise a feminist daughter, so it? 
easy-to-read style, enter, so it’s very short and written in a conversational, 


Share it 


means. The 
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Act on it 


you back on a daily basis. ave 
girlish/too boyish? 


Whether it’s a Specifi 
i à c class yoy 


. and st : 
human potential as anyone else, “Tt 10 Believe that 


Make the 


ist is about reco 


gnising how the concept of gender may be holding 
YOu ever felt t 


hat you couldn’t do something because it was too 


school, or a simple behaviour you wanted to 
you can do it because you have the same 


TATE RESPONSE 
AND IMPAC 


TS ON PAKISTAN 


What should be done? The federal government should 


Overview 


On May 9, the Pakistan Tehreek-e-Insaf government almost completely lifted a nationwide 
lockdown it had imposed in late March to counter COVID-19. Pakistan subsequently saw a surge in 
cases, placing it among the top 12 pandemic-affected countries worldwide. The government justifies 
the easing of nationwide restrictions on economic grounds; indeed, the lockdown s toll on the most 
vulnerable, workers and the poor has been brutal. Yet signs of economic recovery since it was lifted 
are few, while the virus threatens to overwhelm ill-equipped and under-funded health systems, Rising 
anger and alienation among citizens could threaten social order, ee Abe Aner = 
Opening to gain support. The federal government should revise its approach. It should see 
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pay greater heed to public health experts, if feasible 
able to get by and give the provinces more leeway to lead local efforts to 
s. The governments mixed messaging and misinformation from some 
y Pakistanis disregard public health advice. 

d misinformation from some religious leaders mean that 
blic health advice. Prime Minister Imran Khan’s initial downplaying of 
widespread public disregard for social distancing Procedures 
ctices that undercut physical distancing and other Preventive 
they tell worshippers that piety alone, and not health practices, will determine their fate. 
The federal government’s easing of lockdown measures, despite warnings by the political opposition 
and medical professionals that transmissions would surge, and the further lifting of the lockdown, op 
May 9, encouraged public complacency. Though the government now urges people to respect socia] 
distancing rules, these calls are largely ignored. Many believe that the pandemic is over. 

The federal government’s adoption of what it calls a “smart lockdowns” strategy may not be 
enough. The strategy entails removing restrictions in specific areas within cities or regions where the 
authorities assess that case rates are relatively low and imposing them where they are high. But poor 
data and low testing rates have hampered efforts to “track, trace and quarantine”, which involve 
identifying and isolating virus carriers and their contacts and placing hotspots under quarantine, and 
are essential to curbing the virus. With COVID-19 spreading in densely-populated cities such as 
Karachi, Lahore and Peshawar, limited closures are unlikely to prevent contagion. 

The federal government’s centralised decision making has often made things worse. It has 
refused to share authority, even though the constitution grants the provinces responsibility for the 
health sector. Islamabad’s pandemic policies, devised by the top political and military leadership 
have prevailed over provincial preferences, with court rulings strengthening centralised control 
The Pakistan Peoples Party’s government in Sindh, the sole opposition-led province has 
i S m What but has been unable to implement them in the face 

l a deral government has also been reluctant to work with 
parliament ee opposition parties to forge a united response. The acrimony i i 
contested mid-2018 elections, though the opposition has — coy 
government in containing th demi repeatedly olfered to assist the 

g the pandemic. 


with political rivals on its coronavirus strategy, 


step up aid to families un 
deal with the public health crisi 
religious leaders mean that man 

The governments mixed messaging an 
many Pakistanis disregard pu 
the pandemic’s health risks led to 
Many clerics advocate religious pra 


measures, 


ans ni public health crisis and economic downturn could be devastating, particularly if people 

ihe sae RA Anger at the government and social tensions will mount if citizens sense bet 
g ment is not adequately looking after their health and well-being In th os 

groups have exploited such opportunities to gain local support = E oun 


While COVID-19 leaves Pakistan’s government fe i 
harm to li weli i W good options, some ste inimi 
justified. eie saar euike PAA N Ss eats about the toll of Ba namel 
Adapting the smart lockdow erence start moving unless the authorities can keep the virus at bay 
saving lives. This could mean pa mgn AVON the pain of a prolonged lockdown while still 
silts apa bande aet, en a owing provinces, if medical experts so advise, to lock down entire 
the government should mide re a ae of limiting them to partial closures More broadly 
tailored to local needs. Bolst S es si onse but give provinces leeway to dows alice 
edain a tops pricey k ering the provinces? health capacity — particularly testi fii ould 
- Emergency assistance to families that fall under fie pavers ae and 
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7g — interests 

unemployed workers remains Critical, Prime Minister Imran Khan’s — and the country’s ing the 
would also be best served by working with the opposition to forge consensus on manag 
consequences of an unprecedented and potentially destabilising health crisis. 
Responding to the Pandemic Early Missteps 

on sil espn other Countries, carly missteps overshadowed the Pakistan Tehr ee jip 
i S. i i a tap In Febr uary, the government refused to repatriate hundreds of Pakistani 
studen a a : ina, fearing they would spread the virus. In itself, the decision appears to have 
oa. i ite ts ani P cthaps the 8overnment could have brought them home but quarantined them. 
z ea Garcied die aa. Thee in Wuhan, it failed to properly screen inbound travellers, many 
us. The first Confirmed " i i Karachi 
student returning from pilgiimanein ed COVID-19 case in Pakistan was that of a 


l i Iran on Feb ia pileri i Iran, at 
the time the region’s Wworst-hit country, fi he ue pilgtiitis SOME OMe TOM 


> formed the first major cluster of imported infections. The 
of pilgrims in ieni iti the 
Iranian border but then allowe dite 8 Overcrowded, unhygienic conditions near 


; : Cave for their home rovinces without adequate testing or 
isolation, spreading the virus throughout the country j wa s g 


e-Insaf government was slow to respond as the pandemic spread. The 
first cabinet meeting devoted 


to the subject was held on March 13, weeks after the confirmed case in 
Karachi. The federal government’s approach was then shaped by an adversarial relationship with the 


Opposition and an over-reliance on the military’s support. 
At a time when political consensus was most needed in forging a national response to the 
pandemic, the federal government’s relationship with the two largest opposition parties, Nawaz 
Sharif’s Pakistan Muslim League and Bilawal Bhutto Zardari’s Pakistan Peoples Party, 
The antagonism had its roots in the contested July 2018 elections. Both main opposition parties 
attributed Imran Khan’s victory to manipulation. After forming a government with a razor-thin 
majority, and entering into coalitions with smaller parties, Imran Khan’s survival tactics have been 
twofold: to consolidate ties with the country’s powerful military, and to weaken opposition parties by 
targeting their top leaders, including by charging and imprisoning them on corruption allegations. 


was Strained. 


By mid-March, as cases of local transmission began to mount, particularly in large, densely 
Populated cities such as Karachi, Lahore and Peshawar, both opposition parties offered to cae 
to counter the pandemic. The federal government, however, chose to sideline parliament, where the 
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j ‘ection of pandemic policy also ine 

oppositi prese ons over the direction © d 

-r ome “and Sindh ere Kanki is the capital), the sole opposition-led province, 
centre | : 

On March 23, Sindh’s Pakistan People’s Party government was the first to impose a province, 


inci irged the centre to dey; 
rs, the provincial government Urge 7 se 
tle thio MEE a ste shutdown measures. Addressing the nation on 


a national — pree ya holds the federal health portfolio, initially ruled out , 
23, Prime Minister Khan, y would adversely affect the poor and working class. Calling for 
ouye eal jadenn efforts before the health crisis turned into “a catastrophe 
ert sete leader Bhutto Zardari responded, “If we are a p py a _ to lock 
down more quickly.” The military weighed in, supporting a3 anaes bp e a 
countrywide to assist civilian administrations in enforcing it. | ak es ai a sa 
address, the federal government reversed course, agrecing to Impose a nation » Which it 
subsequently extended until May J1. 


e ‘ a . . Și W r P 
The initial responses of Pakistan's four provincial governments varied. Sindh was quick in 


businesses and public movement. Though hindered 
ly test people and isolate positive cases. The three 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and Punjab, also imposed 
minister's aversion to these measures, they opted for 


looser restrictions, particularly in Punjab, which soon allowed several types of businesses to reopen. 
d its rivals also hindered coordination between the 


Tense relations between the government an ered 
capital and opposition-held Sindh and among provinces themselves. soa Sindh government held the 
federal leadership responsible for hampering its response. It argues that Islamabad 4 support was 
insufficient, whether in assisting provincial safety protection schemes or providing pandemic-related 
medical equipment, which, according to the Sindh government, was available but not equitably 
distributed. Inter-provincial coordination was also poor, echoing friction between Khan and his 
opponents. The three ruling party-held provinces seemingly took their lead from Islamabad’s 
aversion to working with Sindh. 

Much decision-making related to the pandemic has taken place in the federal capital. The 
main bodies responsible, set up in mid-March, reflect the government and military leadership's 
preference for a centralised approach. On March 13, the National Security Committee, the apex 
civil-military body, set up a Nationa! Coordination Committee for COVID-19, chaired by the 


imposing stringent restrictions on non-essential 
by limited resources, it also began to aggressive 
ruling party-controlled provinces, Balochistan, 
lockdowns. Yet, apparently guided by the prime 





prime minister and including Army Chief Qamar Javed Bajwa, the four provincial chief ministers 
and senior military officers. The National Command and Operation Centre, which sends the 
committee recommendations on pandemic policy, is headed by the federal minister for planning 
and development and includes relevant federal and provincial ministers and also several senior 
military officers. 

The stated objective of setting up these two bodies was to bring the federal and provincial 
governments and military leadership together. In principle, responsibility for the health sector lies 
with the provinces, not the capital. In practice, however, the top political and military leadership in 
the centre controls pandemic policy, often overriding provincial concerns, not just in opposition-led 
Sindh but also in the three ruling party-led federal units. 


On April 14, Prime Minister Khan extended the nationwide lockdown until April 30 but also 
relaxed restrictions. Several non-essential industries, including construction, reopened. Khan said 
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e me 
“ enin of so 
there was “98 percent consensus among all provinces and the centre on the reopening 


O 
sectors.” Yet the Sindh Sovernment, disagreeing, opted to retain stricter measures for ~~ | 
weeks, While acknowledging that it Was constitutionally empowered to so, the federal minis a 
charge of pandemic response wamed the provincial government against resisting Islamaba 
directives. Judicial intervention then Strengthened the centre’s control over pandemic policy. In a suo 
moto (on its own volition) hearing on the virus crisis in mid-April, the Supreme Court chief justice 


called for a uniform policy, waring Sindh not to close businesses and services that generate revenue 
for the federation. The Sindh 80vernment then gave in to the centre’s wishes. 


Mixed Messaging and the Power of the Pulpit 
The federal government’ 


S mixed messaging about the pandemic left the public confused about 
its gravity. 

The mid- pril decision to ease the lockdown and the federal government’s mixed messaging 
about the pandemic left the Public confused about its gravity. Early in the crisis, in a televised 
mais on March 17, Prime Minister Khan had downplayed health risks. “There is no reason to 
worry,” he said, since 90 Percent of the infected would have mild flu-type symptoms and 97 percent 
would recover fully. 


an government might have hesitated in 
aring a repeat of the bloody July 2007 


Jihadists in the mosque left 100 militant 
dead. Yet in refraining from taking action, it risked cre 


taking 
standoff, when a 


s and 11 soldiers 
ating a major virus cluster in both the federal 


On April 18, without consulting provincial governments, President Arif Alvi agreed with 
major religious leaders to reopen mosques nationwide for communal, including taraweeh (special 
Ramadan), prayers — but under conditions. The agreement specified safety and health precautions, 
including social distancing, and tasked mosque administrations with enforcing them. To Violate the 
measures, the president said, “would be like a sin because all ulema and mashaikh (religious 
Scholars and spiritual leaders) have agreed” to them. Justifying the een, Prime nase Khan 
Said he was heeding popular demand. “Pakistan is an independent nation”, he said. “Rama an isa 


month of worship, and people want to go to mosques.” His government “could not forcibly tell 
them not to do so.” 


Yet many clerics have flouted the agreement’s terms. During ae wien eaa 
attendance is at its highest, clerics made little effort to enforce the IEE E ias as ren 
packed mosques, ignoring health measures and creating new hotspots of vi ; 


D 
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igmonstrate ploty by praying shoulder to shoulder, warning h 

punlahment for gring Muslims’ sins, arguing that the faithful are immune ang tha 
in God's hands alone, AN 4 ronult, many who regularly attend mosques cithe 
waot (ho virus or that prayer will protect them, Many also chose not tg mi 


liglous and nochal stigma attached to tho discase, 


and Social Support 

mic-related restrictions for two weeks, the 
ckdown, Prime Minister Khan insisted that the decision was taken 
but Sindh's chief minister „aid Islamabad imposed its will, The 
held by the ruling party, also warned against lifting 
9, during the coronavirus SUO Moto cage 
were constitutionally bound to follow 


appear to have told worhippard (0 í 
the pandenlo Is A 
Hite and death are 
belleve they will not oon 


tented or treated due to ro 
The Economy, Health Policy 

On May 9, after extending relatively wonk pande 
federal govornmont ended tho lo 
with the provinces’ connenntin, 
Punjab and Balochiatan governments, 


reatrictlons, The Judiclary ngain welghed In, On May | 
hearings, tho Supreme Courl noted that provinces 


Islamabad's directives, 


Though the federal government 
country was almost fully open for business, 


anid it would lift the lockdown in phases, by mid-June the 
Sehiooly remained closed but all markets and shopping 
centres were operating and restrictions on most non-essential businesses had been removed, Borders 
with fran and Afghanistan were reopened, domestic and international flights resumed, and severa| 
(rain services started up again, as did local public transport, Punjab reopened shrines that traditionally 
attract large numbers, 

for lifting the lockdown were twofold: the burden on the 


Prime Minister Khan's justifications 
poor and working class, and the adverse impact on the national economy, Announcing the National 
; on May 7, he said, “We are doing it 


Coordination Committce’s decision to cancel the closures 

because people are facing extreme difficulties, Small business owners, daily wage carners and 
We fear that small and medium-sized industries might vanish completely if 
» A week earlier, preparing the ground for the announcement, the federal 





labourers are suffering. 
we don’t lift the lockdown, 
minister heading the National Command and Operation Centre said the government’s revenues 


would otherwise fall by 30-35 percent, 


Impact of Pandemic on Pakistan’s Economy 
The pandemic has seriously compounded Pakistan's already grave economic challenges. 
Pakistan’s economy was in dire straits even before COVID-19. Since the Khan government assumed 
office, large-scale manufacturing has declined, exports have fallen, the budget deficit has widened 
and unemployment has increased, A former finance minister and financial expert had estimated 
economic growth in the Khan’s government's first year at 1.9 percent, the lowest in a decade. Now, 
exports to traditional markets — Europe, the US, China and the Middle East — are fast declining. 
Remittances, a vital source of foreign exchange, are likely to shrink as thousands of workers in the 
Gulf come home, The government estimates that the gross domestic product will contract by 0.38 per 
cent for the fiscal year 2019-2020, The World Bank has forecast even sharper drops ay | cent 
for 2019-2020 and 0,2 per cent for 2020-2021, ee e pe 
ol mere ilar be ropa cay 
that economic growth depends on curbing live ile on ses Indeed, it has become ever ceil 
cased, the World Health Organisation’s eee a AEI ay RAYA after the lockdown was firs! 
anisi ; gencral had warned, “Without effective interventions 
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[in Pakistan], there could be an estimated 200K+ cases by mid-July. The impact on the economy 
could be devastating, doubling the number of People living in poverty,” 
ii has Provided emergency assistan 
ora for Many this aid is barely en 
jee €nazir Income Support Progr mm 
estimated 12 million families that fall under the poven i I 
and extended it the following month to provide f ila 
workers. Yet the lu oe 


MP sum cag of approximately 


ies federal govern ce to families in need, including food 
asep n “upport, ough. The Ehsaas emergency cash 
programme (the rena e) provides financial assistance to an 
slamabad began the scheme on April 9 
amount to four million unemployed 


h transfer of expenses 
hardly covers food costs. $75 to cover four months p 


Such Support could well b 
disbursement pr 


© Critical fo 
Ogramme Can 9 


trition and deaths of key 
nancially and emotionally.” 

» the government 

help. Donors have ear 


s in pandemic-related aid. 
sks playing into militants’ y if social support 
ent rises further and more citi 

such groups could exploit the ensuing social discord. If the State 
Pping economic desperation 
med ch 


Health Systems in a Pandemi 


and 
arities, as they have in the p 


Cc 


ast. 


rejects their advice. In 


eased in mid-April, Kar 
that major hospitals in t 
the federal government on behalf of the Pak 


doctors countrywide have issued similar calls 
both before May 9 and afterward. 


. ays involve difficult trade-offs, the 
While the decision on -™ res sch Heat ane eee lockdown oe isha 
ae ee ais nomi easons and due to public fatigue. As Prime Minister i an . - ; 
not have been feasible for economic j sverished Pakistanis, who survive at eens rd 
pet a i eee ick homes to work. A protracted nationwide lockdo 
need handouts į they cann 
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have risked fuelling public anger as much as the health emergency. Yet reopening the econom 

the country as early as was done, without adequate testing, tracing, isolating and treating the infe 
led to a sharp spike in cases. By May 9, when the lockdown was lifted, the total number of cases wa 
around 29,000 and the death toll was 637. About six weeks later, the total number of cases were more 
than 175,000; the death toll stood at over 3,000. 

In early June, the World Health Organisation’s Pakistan country head recommended imposin 
targeted and intermittent two-week-on, two-week-off lockdowns. His letter to the Punjab health 
minister noted that the country met none of the prerequisites for fully lifting restrictions, including 
containing disease transmission, detecting, testing, isolating and treating all cases, minimisin 
hotspots and ensuring preventive measures in workplaces and other public spaces. Health experts 
were quick to support his recommendation. But the prime minister’s health adviser said the WHO 
had assessed Pakistan’s situation through a “health lens” and that the government has “to make tough 
policy choices to strike a balance between lives and livelihoods.” 


Instead, the federal government has opted for what it calls “smart lockdowns”, a policy it 
adopted when easing pandemic-related restrictions in mid-April. Its limited lockdowns differ from 
those recommended by the WHO in that they apply only to specific localities within cities or rural 
districts where positive cases are high. The government eased or removed them altogether in low-risk 
areas. In mid-June, provincial governments imposed two-week lockdowns in areas of cities such as 
Karachi, Lahore and Peshawar. The government argues that such limited lockdowns can contain 
virus spread without economic hardship. 


cted, 


By August 2, Pakistan had around 280,200 registered cases and close to 6,000 deaths, ranking 
13 among COVID-19 affected countries globally (in terms of total cases). According to official 
statistics, the daily number of confirmed cases has declined considerably since mid-July. The 
government attributes the reduction to its smart lockdowns. Yet reduced testing may also partly 
explain it: official data shows daily nationwide testing rates dropping from on average around 28,500 
in June to fewer than 22,000 in July. 


The smart lockdown’s “track, trace and quarantine” strategy, which involves tracing and 
isolating virus carriers and their contacts and placing viral hotspots under quarantine, is hampered by 
poor data and low testing rates. In June, the minister overseeing the pandemic response had said that 
authorities would increase daily testing capacity to 100,000 by July. According to the National 
Command Operation Centre, testing capacity had increased to over 70,000 by early July. Yet less 
than one-third of that capacity is now being used. With the virus appearing in many localities in 
densely populated cities, limited lockdowns of a few blocks of a city or a part of a rural district 
appear unlikely to contain it. A Pakistani expert on viral diseases said, 


; i “Incomplete lockdowns mean 
the virus has a chance of finding new hosts.” 


The lifting of nationwide restrictions during Ramadan in June and for Eidul Fitr contributed to 
the first surge of infections as massive crowds shopped in markets and large congregations prayed in 
mosques. Spiralling numbers of cases could once again overwhelm hospitals and clinics. With case 


numbers increasing substantially in smaller cities and rural regions, their weaker health facilities 
could soon be overrun. i 
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Conclusion 

Chairing a meeting of the National Coordination Council on June 1, Pr ime M 
“g lockdown isn’t a solution or treatment. ... Nothing can be done about it. The oe 
our death toll will also rise” until a vaccine is found. He added, “If we have to live 
the virus, it is the responsibility of the people. If they take precautionary measures, We 
virus and live with it.” Placing the onus of preventing contagion on citizens also appear 
of a new strategy, “Living with the Pandemic”, discussed by the Command and Operation Centre. | 

Mixed and confused signalling by Prime Minister Khan and his top advisers early in the crisis 
mean that people often now ignore their calls to observe social distancing and other health 
guidelines. Many still believe that the pandemic has ended, and largely brush off calls for responsible 
public behaviour. Public health specialists also warn that “leaving people to determine the rules of 


restoring normality could prove fatal if growth in cases and deaths continues at average rates or may 
even increase further.” 


inister Khan said, 
5 will spread, and 
successfully with 
can tackle the 
s at the heart 


A rethink is urgently needed. Federal policy should be based on the best available medical 
advice, even while factoring in social and economic costs. The government should continue to guide 
the provinces on pandemic policy, including by helping them shore up health facilities and making 
preventive measures, such as enforcing the use of face masks outdoors. Yet Islamabad should also 
allow provincial authorities to devise tailored strategies, guided by medical experts, as they confront 
new challenges. Not only is health a provincial responsibility, but provincial leaders are better placed 


to adapt to local needs. Both federal and provincial authorities should also prioritise funding for the 
health sector. 


Islamabad could consider revising its smart lockdown strategy. If deemed necessary, and based 
on medical advice, provinces should be allowed to shut down entire cities and rural districts with 
high infection rates for limited periods to interrupt virus transmission. In areas where the virus 
transmission rate is lower, they should enhance testing, contact tracing and treating the infected. 
Lockdowns along these lines should be better able to contain virus spread without too onerous a 
burden on the economy. 


Efforts to build the capacity of health care facilities to prevent a repeat of the crisis in June, 
when cases surged, should continue. In June, intensive care units and beds in major cities like 
Karachi, Lahore and Peshawar reached or neared capacity. The provinces have since bolstered health 
facilities for COVID-related cases, including with federal assistance. Pressures on hospitals have also 
eased since patients with moderate symptoms are now isolated at home. Yet another sharp surge of 
infections could once again overwhelm that capacity. 

Lastly, instead of bypassing parliament, the federal government should work with the 
opposition. The parliament should play a more active role, particularly with regard to fiscal and other 
assistance for the most vulnerable sections of the population. The federal government’s continued 
targeting of top opposition leaders, including through the National Accountability Bureau, is 
particularly unhelpful. The Khan government itself would benefit from mending fences with its 
rivals. The military leadership might be an equal, if not dominant, partner in the pandemic response. | 
Yet citizens will hold the elected leadership accountable if the pandemic aa capi falters. Sharing 
responsibility with opposition leaders for what are difficult and romtenkaus ee ~ not a 
benefit Pakistan’s body politic but also make sense for the premier himse 1 ea ternative is tha 
COVID-19 leaves a weakened federal government even more reliant on the military to retain power. 
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KASHMIR ISSUE 


is purportedly the article on which the Princely State öt 


Jammu & Kashmir is reported to have acceded to India. While many provisions of n 370 that 

ted special status to J&K had been diluted by extending 94 of the 97 subjects int e Union list to 
eee and 260 of the 395 Articles of the Constitution of India to the state, Indian-administere d 
J&K still retained certain provisions for those that it as permanent residents, selectively denying 


outsiders from buying property, holding government jobs, or enrolling in government colleges in the 
e a watershed event in the region’s history. The Special 


state. The August 5, measures in Kashmir wer s hist 
status of the region granted through Article 370 was abrogated through a Presidential Order, Which 
on territories. It is manoeuvre by the Mog; 


also went on to bifurcate the J&K state into two uni ips, 3 
government, besides infringing on international law, is also in direct contravention of Indian 
Constitution itself and has thereafter been challenged in the Indian Supreme Court. Speci cally, the 
order was in contravention of international law vis-a-vis the definition of an occupying power under 
Article 42 of The Hague regulations 1907 to India in Kashmir, whereby it Is prohibited for an 
occupying power to annex a territory under its unlawful control. Article a2 states that “territory jg 
considered occupied when it is placed under the authority of the hostile army. The occupation 
extends only to the territory where such authority has been established and can be exercised.” While 
neither Pakistan nor India are party to the Fourth Hague Convention of 1907 to which The Hague 
Regulations are annexed, it is widely accepted as being customary international law applicable to all 
states. Pakistan’s position of J&K being a disputed territory and India’s consequent lack of legal title 
to it has been recognized by numerous UN Security Council resolutions on the matter. 


Moreover, the Indian Constitution required the consent of the Kashmiri Constituent Assembly 
before Article 370 of the Constitution could be abrogated. However, the Constituent Assembly was 
dissolved in 1957. The indian Supreme Court observed on April 3, 2018 that Article 370 had 
acquired a permanent status because of the dissolution of the Kashmiri Constituent Assembly, citing 
the Supreme Court’s 2017 judgment in the State Bank of India vs Santosh Gupta case. However, the 
BJP government still decided to make the Article 370 inoperative by interpreting the Constituent 
Assembly to mean “legislative assembly.” To circumvent the legal issue of the nonexistent state 
constituent assembly, the president used the Clause (I) of Article 370, which conferred him with the 
power to modify the Indian Constitution on subjects related to J&K. The central government first 
added a new clause to Article 367, which deals with interpretation of the constitution, and then 
replaced the phrase “Constituent Assembly of the State” with “Legislative Assembly of the State.” 
However, since in November 2018 the Legislative Assembly was also dissolved, the order says that 
any reference to the legislative assembly will be construed as a reference to the Governor of Jammu 
and Kashmir. The governor is an appointee of the central government. Therefore, the Indian 
erm ees is a meaning tte an Pasian nd i For de 18X 
Gandhi being asked tö ne to New a a mam oe the region, as shown by Rahul 

| after landing in Kashmir, 


Article 370 of the Indian Constitution 


E According to a retired Pakistani air marshal, the abrogation of Article 370 was the most 
significant event in the history of South Asia after 1971. The course of history looks likely to be 
changed by these unilateral Indian actions, and it is undoubtedly going to lead to in 


; ; j creased instability 
in the South Asian region. From a legal standpoint, the famed and yet never- 


seen Instrument of 
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nilateral 
atically 


Accession, on Which India resty 
action in Kashmir, Therefore 
materially breached the In 


‘ H è Í to take u 
its claim of legal title, also denies India the Lig pane 
» by unilaterally abrogating Article 370, India 


strument of Accession (if'a document such as that exists). 
Reasons for the hurried ab 


rogation of Article 370 may be twofold. Firstly, by hastening the 
abrogation of Article 370, India wag reaffirming its autonomy and independent decision making, 
irrespective of its relationship with any other country It is should be a cause of concern among the 
proponents of Indo-US strategic partnership, since New Delhi is unlikely to play an auxiliary role 
when il comes to India’s Own Interests. Secondly, the continuing Afghan peace process and India 
being sidelined in it despite investment outlays of $2 billion USD in the country may be another 
reason for the rushed decision, India is certainly unhappy with Pakistania central role in the process 
and may have liked lo shin Pakistan’g attention to sabotage the AEn jaie process. However, as 
time has shown, this tactic hay Proven to be futile, with the signing of the US-Taliban peace accord, 


i Oks to Americ ` i value’ i 
which loc ` l a ican troops returning home afier almost 19 ycars in Afghanistan and to ensure 
that the Afghan soil is not used by transnational terror out 


At the same time, India’s right-wing Hindu nationalist government has pressed into policy its 
ideology that every step must be taken to ensure that the only Muslim-majority state in the union 
should have its identity eviscerated and its territory subjugated to their union. Also, by its August 5 
“steps, the Modi government has shown that in much the same vein as the penta aati, territory is a 
resource far more important than the welfare of the indigenous Kashmiri people. An oppressed 
population facing subjugation in the lace of a ratio of 1:8 in security personnel to civilians cannot be 
lured in through promises of economic Opportunitics and jobs—certainty not so when the dividends 
of deploying economic capital will be r 


caped by the Hindus who will possess the means of 
production, harkening back to the class violence of Dogra rule 


In a joint session of parliament, PM Imr 
escalate to a military confrontation due to India’s 


the region but the world as well. He said that Pakistan would fight till the last man and last bullet. 
Earlier on, the Pakistani leadership was of the view that the BJP had adopted a belligerent attitude 
toward Pakistan and was coming down tough on K appease their right-wing Hindutva voter 


iations could be conducted thereafter. 
blic India’s abject defeat to the Pakistan 


the ruling BJP revoked the special status of 
assed bill on August 5, 2019, 


Currently, there are more than 800,000 Indian security forces in J&K for less than 500 armed 
fighters. According to a J&K police report this latter number actually hovers around 200 
demonstrates the ludicrous pretense of such a massive deployment for “security and order” against an 
armed struggle, indicating that such measures are instead aimed at keeping the entire Kashmiri 
population in a state of subjugation. is heavy presence of military personnel is also an indication that 
India is geared up for any cross-border military action. In the past as well, India has repeatedly tried 
to divert attention away from popular uprisings in the region by heating up the Line of Control (LoC) 
or mobilizing forces against Pakistan as shown by Operation Parakaram, Operation Brasstacks, and | 
the latest increase of 1,400% increase are violation incidents along the LoC over the past decade. 
Moreover, India is acquiring the latest weapon systems, such as the S-400 from a ah poe 
fighters from France. It indicates a growing aggressive posture. Moreover, the ultrana 


an Khan of Pakistan cautioned that the situation could 


actions, which would not only portend doom for 


ashmir to 
base before the national elections and that mature negot 


However, soon after gaining re-election by selling to the pu 
Air Force’s Operation Swift Retort as a farcical victory, 
Kashmir in the constitution through a hurriedly p 
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ill look to climb further up the escalatory ladder 
emboldened by the acquisition of these platforms. 

Many proposed solutions for the Kashmir dispute "e been eel Over the yea 
including the Chenab Formula and Manmohan-Musharraf four-poin ormu a, among other 
However, it should be noted that little by way of advancement can be attained Without sive 
Kashmiris a say and access to the right to self-determination. Any meaningful path forward 
comprise the involvement of all three parties to the dispute: Kashmiris, Pakistan, and India, 
Musharraf-Manmohan four-point formula incorporated the following elements as the basis for any 
future solution on Kashmir: 

1. Joint supervision mechanism involving all three parties. 

2. Self-governance and autonomy but without independence. 

3. No change of borders; however, free movement for people across LoC. 

4. Phased withdrawal of forces (demilitarization). 

This formula is the closest that the two nations have come to a joint settlement of the 
Kashmir dispute. However, as the events of the succeeding decade indicate, the two nations loo, 
likely to drift further from any meaningful settlement, and this can only worsen the disquiet of the 


E in any future scenario, ag jt will y 
eade 


9 
Will 


Himalayan region. 

UNSC resolutions form the overarching structure through which the Kashmir dispute must be 
resolved. A plebiscite must be conducted that gives Kashmiris their universally ordained right to self. 
determination as envisioned under common Articlel (1) of the ICCPR and ICESCR, as well as the 
UN Charter. Additionally, the International Court of Justice (ICJ) has resoundingly a rmed such 
rights in Namibia, Israel, and Chagos Archipelago advisory opinions, as well as the East Timor case, 
in which the court confirmed its universal jus cogens and erga omnes character. 


Furthermore, on November 25, 1947, Nehru informed the Indian parliament: “We have 
suggested that when people of Kashmir are given a chance to decide their future, this should be done 
under the supervision of an impartial tribunal such as the United Nations.” Under international law, 
such unilateral declarations made by heads of government in pristine terms, and demonstrating the 
will to be bound, have the effect of creating legal obligations. The ICJ has recognized this 
longstanding rule in nuclear test cases, as has the International Law Commission in its Guiding 
Principles adopted in 2006, as well as the UN General Assembly in its Resolution 61/34 of 2006. 
Therefore, international law makes a strong case for the Kashmiris’ right to self-determination, which 
has been subverted by India for more than 70 years. 


Moreover, contrary to what Ahlawat and Malik have stated, much religious-based terrorism is 
fourishing in India under the guise of extreme nationalist/terrorist groups, now sanctioned by an 
inredentist regime that targets minorities with an iron fist. The supposed secular identity, which 
India’s forefathers sought to propagate, has been jettisoned by the right-wing hardline BJP 
government. Hindu extremist groups such as the Rashtriya Swayamsevak Sangh (RSS) and Sangh 
Parivar were sidelined from the mainstream politics, but over time, these extremist Hindu groups 
have reared their head once again in the political enterprise and have gained ascendancy in the 
parliament under Prime Minister Modi. The smoke screen behind which Indian secularism existed 
has been eradicated. US International Religious Freedom Report, released in June 2019, said Hindu 
groups had used “violence, intimidation, and harassment” saint Muslims and iowa Dalits in 
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2017 to force a religious-baseq n 


Ia ai ational identit 
by violent extremist Hindu gro 


UPS against 
urs that victi 


y. Furthermore, according to the report, mobile Kini 
minority communities, especially Muslims, lam 
ms had traded or killed cows for beef, This extremism, 

n has termed the neo-Nazi inspired ideology of Hindutva, looks to 
fan the flames of bigotry across the 


account. Kashmiris have suffered immensely due to t 
deliverance from the ineanit 


he imperialist forces to 
determination for a seeming 
e valley continue unchecked. 
demonstrated a will to stand 


ons of opportunists such as 
Kashmiriyat notwithstanding, a long historical affinity, a sense of civilization, and cultural-religious 


ties bind the Kashmiris with th 


self-determinat 
Determination at Princeton University has stated that 


and steep in creating aspirations and hopes as self-determination.” 


SINGLE NATIONAL CURRICULUM 


Phases of Single National Curriculum | 
Single National Curriculum is being developed in three a 
Phase I: Development of SNC and textbooks Pre-I-V eee 3022) 
Phase II: Development of SNC and textbooks vev "Meck ee 
Phase II]: Development of SNC and textbogks IX-XII ( 
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ims 
a The main aims of this national curriculum iotas N 
e It gives rigorous and upgraded standards to crei 
being taught in all schools at a time. dee 
It gives surety about the essentials of knowledge 


a sense of interactions between What | 
$ 


which are provided to the studentg at al 


sta es. i g oi PN ‘ ; 

e ae teachers are at more freedom to teach the students by using their professional Skills 
and experiences. oie 

i udents to study. They can become better professional, in 


e It raises the inner potential of st 
the future. 


Goals OPES 
e An education system for all, in terms of curriculum, means of education and a common 


platform. 
e Social harmony and national unity. 
e Eliminate disparities in various disciplines. 
e Equal opportunities for top social mobility. 
e Equality in education. 
e Holistic development of children. 
e Inter-provincial mobility of teachers and students. 


Objectives 

One system of Education for all, in terms of curriculum, medium of instruction and a common 
platform of assessment which will ensure: 

e All children have a fair opportunity to receive high quality education. 

e Social cohesion and national integration. 

e Alleviation of disparities in education content across the multiple streams. 

e Equal opportunities for upward social mobility. 

e Equity in education. 

e Smooth inter-provincial mobility of teachers and students. 


The present government of PTI is in the process of drafting a common curriculum for all 
education systems in Pakistan called Single National Curriculum to develop all school-going 
Students of Pakistan through the same coutse of studies and expecting the same learning outcomes. 
The uniform curriculum in other words is a vision of the present prime minister to lead and 
transform young generation into a unified nation in future. Although the document has yet to come 
Google search revealed that the Single National Curriculum is being developed by auth on 
Se a a reat |. Constitutional guidelines, 2. National policies and standards, 3. 
E lie el Seon 4, Outcome-based approach; 5. Focus on values, life skills and 
eT De Aa of intellectual, emotional, spiritual, aesthetic, Social and physical 
knowledge with real life See ne Sa ane creative thinking, 8. Application of 
activity-based learning , i abt nek ah we memorization, and focus on project, inquiry and 
information and communicat; i peer teaching and assessment practices, 11. Use of 
Mathematics and Sci on technology, 12. Alignment with the Trends in International 

lence Study (TIMSS). Although these considerations are well thought and 
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sufficient to develop students as effective national and global citizens with needful knowledge, 
skills and values, the present S°vernment might face with numerous challenges in implementation 
of the single national curriculum ag a shared and evenly benefiting roadmap in the prevailing 
diversified vaa a of education, The first challenge for the government is how to attract those 
more than 20 million Out of school Children to Schools. It is a daunting task for the government to 
ee ae Pe ieee manner where the textbooks are different, publishers are 
sae EON learning resources on ts assessment approaches are different and student 
teachers’ capacity in different educati 
primary schools with only one or tw 
there are schools equipped with ri 


; i ch human and fi 
and nurturing environment for stu 


be a 


ing and evaluation s ontinually inform 


ystem in place to c 
ure their 


accountability at each level. 


assessment and curriculum, 
of fresh drinking water and electricity, provision of 
based learning in different subjects, orientation of parents, 
ngle National Curriculum, provision of a hard and soft copy of 
chool library with adequate number of reference books, story 
books, general knowledge books, science books, dictionaries, globes, maps, charts and Internet 
present government has good intentions to improve quality of education, it 
significant amount of financial resources from annual oaget but it is nation’s 
government has again followed the previous governments trends of ignoring 
Ocating meagre amount. If the government continues to ignore education it will 
continue to produce ignorant and unmanageable people in the country. 


Quality Processes 


i itoring and evaluation of utilization of funds at each 
Quality rocesses may include: proper monitoring 
i rs from headteacher 
eel, appointments of acc visionary and change-oriented education office 


requires to allocate 
Misfortune the 
Education by all 


— 


Scanned with CamScanner 


O www.urdukutabkhanapk.blogspot.com 


36 


ili i ds to be in place from min; 
tability mechanism nee istry 
vel, a strong accon i teachers with full 
tirement of underperforming teachers and a ernie on 
school level, early re For this, 4 nationwide test could be goncuctes o PAS $ angua ; 
ee eee in the single national curriculum in the ae pala ae ing. Specia 
EE oe iven to ICT, science, mathematics English and ie ues aar io be doe 
ae Sai ann for preprimary, primary and "o cessary t 
ae i i d effective manner. 
i n efficient and € 
anage change-oriented processes In a mie l 
j i he present government at least now should wake up and santas ot of Quid 
ep d Ali Jinnah, who considered education as a matter of life an . Teacher as th 
aera hould be iven the exalted rank in the society similarly assign the highey 
heart of education should be given ‘atic chs teach 
responsibilities to ensure progress, peace and prosperity of the nation. So, if yoy 
i ity of education and build the nation. | 
pa d mentioned in a letter to Gates Foundation, He 
As Bill Gates signifies the role of teacher and me rs l 
i ducation possible, it 1s actually more important to get 
wrote, “If you want your child to get the best education p ; 


him assigned to a great teacher than to a great school. 


to 
to secretary education le 
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REGIONAL POWER POLITICS 
AND PAKISTAN FOREIGN POLICY 


Islamabad is undermining its relatio 
Minister of Pakistan , Shah Mahmood Q 
Arabia in organization of Islamic co 


ns with all weather friends situated in Gulf region. Foreign 
ureshi issued outrageous statement about the role of Saudi 
Operation to raise the Kashmir issue in assertive way. 


In the result of outrageous behavior of Foreign ministers, KSA forced Pakistan to return the $1 
billion. In the beginning of Imran’s government, Pakistan’s economy was at the brink of destruction 
and in this critical situation, KSA extended a $ 62 billions package which was comprised of $ 3 
billions loans and oil in deferred payments worth of $ 3.2 billions. Now, the situation is in very 


trouble conditions and KSA demanding her rest of payments and frozen oil credit facility. However 
with the help of China, Pakistan has returned $ 1 billion to the KSA. 


To normalize the tense situation, Chief Of Army Staff, Qamar Javed bajwa along Chief of 
Intelligence, Faiz Hameed, visited the Saudi Arabia but were not welcomed heartedly. MBS refused 
to meet and they just called on some official and discussed the matter. In the recent arena, the politics 
of Middle East region is showing dynamics. UAE and Bahrain have signed a peace agreement with 
the Israel and KSA aims to improve relations with the Israel. In response to this, Palestinians showed 
anger against the Arab states and rejected the agreements. It is very important time for Pakistan to 
take foreign policy decisions towards Arab states particularly Saudi Arabia. 

Historically, Pakistan shares common religious ties with KSA and due to holy shrines and 
Cities sees with eye of respect. Pakistan is sunni dominated sect states who have strong heart ties with 
the KSA and supports morally and military at every situation. On the hand, KSA also supported 
Pakistan in the wars of 1965 and 71 opposed Indian stance over the establishment of Bangladesh. As 
far it is concerned with the Kashmir issue, KSA supported the Pakistan at every S in past. p 

In the same way, the competition between USA and China has put cma = a m 
where to take any side would accelerate other to take strict actions. The revisionist Turkey 5 

nd its allies. The contemporary wor 
tole in Muslim world is threatening the status quo ee cea 
pests pasang vouga transitive phase m ii a | players have activated to exploit the 
no ine dyinmis sace a maaka aes < forming new blocks particularly in 
Opportunities to fulfill their national interests. To do so, they 
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economic conditions. 
Kashmir is not a sol 
the relations . Among them, Salt 
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e Muslim wor: Turkey has shi 
pire. The secular Turkey ifted away from the 


ifying status 0 
Fain towards the destination to be a theological state. Turkey has emerge de 
_ Saudi bloc and leading from the front. The historical role of Turkey and Iran n 


be overshadowed. 
ent agreemen 


d exports, e ont 
political ‘eld. Albeit it wO 
i other reasons which are potentially soy, 

tin 


ķistan’s growing relations with the poten 
ese states are construed as rival of Rj Ntig 
der the leadership of the Tayyip Enon 

an 


e areason but there are severa 
‘c that Pa 


poli 
leadership in th 
wants to regain its 
secular ideology an 
new leader of Anti 
Arab springs cannot 


The Bilateral rations and rec 


over Pakistan via Jran’s relations with Pakistan. China ! | | 
wants to connect the chabhar port with Gwadar port to gain maximum economic benefits. On the 


other hand, Arabs state particularly KSA and UAE are playing in the hands of West specifically USA 
and Israel to get secure position in the Middle East to deter the new enemy Turkey and traditional 
rival Iran. Recently, UAE and Bahrain has acceded the Israel and signed a peace deal to start 
formally diplomatic relations. KSA has aims to stretch the diplomatic and economic relations with 
Israel. Multiple Arabs states have already recognized the Israel and the most prominent are Turkey, 
Egypt, Bahrain and UAE. In this Situation, Pakistan needs to clear its position towards Palestinian 
issue and should reconsider its policies towards Israel to find a permanent solution of Palestinian as 


well as Kashmir issue. 
Moreover, The traditional Rival India is very active in Middle East region and playing its role 


to strengthen feet in the Muslim world. Various agreements in diverse sectors have been signed 
among India and other Arab states. KSA wants India as South Asia Strategic partner and UAE had its 
ii laa in almost world largest market. It is also a prominent reason due to which KSA is 
a ted aaien T Pakistan stance over Kashmir issue. Pakistan also sees it a future threat. 
should not Se EA oe Indian centric. In this contemporary situation, Pakistan 
Pakistan by exploiting their oni weather Arab friends but should urge them to take side of 


ts of Iran and China have influential implication, 
has invested almost $62 billions in CPEC ang 


When we comes t i ‘a8 . 
sweeter than honey and ‘iain tial p oe towards a friends whose friendships p 
image. But, in multi polar world, China and a is very evident that Pakistan always show 4 Z 
steps to harm the economy of each other. U masiunetgane ints praag where they ar? E. 
growth rate but it has to complete billi er. Undoubtedly, China has surpassed the USA in economi 
good relations With USA to cet f illions dollars project yet. In the same way, Pakistan also enjoy? 
have to opt a middle ground t get financial assistance. In the age of New sald war, Pakistan wou 
of side then it would put hers i benefits of both aid and economic activities. If P: kistan takes ont 
influence of USA and deep! f into troubles because still international vı les. n ve under e 

y depends upon the morally, militarily A a Ct 


| l 
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It can be analyzed that it is not only Kashmir but there are also multiple factors winiet are 


intensifying the situations for p akistan . It iş stated that there is no free lunch in international rations. 
As in the same way, KSA and UAE have their own preferences and interests in arena. Their foreign 

olicy does not allow them to be influenced by someone else. It is very significant time for Pakistan 
in which. important GEE have to be made by the officials but seeding should be keep in mind 
that we should not make it either us or Without us situation but exploit the opportunities. To increase 


the number gains and popular Support at d i . 
not be released until you don’t have meste level, such kind of alc: suave nee? 


the states future. Pakistan is ec ia: relative power, Economy plays a very significant role in 
independent decisions. Saudi Ar alae! a vulnerable state and it does not allow it to take 
work in Saudi, holy land and always . ce main exporter of Oil to the Pakistan, thousands workers 
keep in mind to take any decisions, “Pport Pakistan in the difficult time all these factors should be 


If Pakistan aligns with Turkey , Iran and M 
benefactors resistance. China is also interested in 
are oil scarce and assisting them in technical deve 
they would come to rescue the Pakistan. If Paki 


alaysia block thenit will have to face west and other 
developing good relations with Saudi because they 
lopments. Turkey and Iran are not in a position that 


i stan openly opposes the west block then it would 
have to face repercussions. The international organization like FATF, IMF and united nations 


considerably led by the United sates and they have already trapped Pakistan in this web 
To face the future challenges | 
Bilateral ties with Saudi Arabia to ren 


relinquish a leading role in a separate Saudi-ri 


sanctions. 


Pakistan should reconsider its policies towards Middle East Region. Pakistan should not let 
anyone to interfere in the matters but it is need of hours to strengthen the economic conditions by 
maintain a balanced foreign policy towards benefactors. 


PAK-US RELATIONS | 


Two security considerations dominate the history of Pak-US relations. First, the view that 
Afghanistan serves as the engine of regional stability. Second, the utility Islamabad and Washington 
afforded each other in reaching out to key powers. 


Afghanistan as a Regional Counterweight | 


Both Pakistan and the US have relied heavily on Afghanistan to contain the influence of : 
regional rivals. Washington’s extensive financial, training and intelligence support to the Afghan | 
mujahideen during the 1980s, helped fuel resistance to the Soviet occupation. The US viewed Soviet | 
Union’s footprint in Afghanistan as a ‘threat of further Soviet expansion ne neighboring a anes 
‘ Southwest Asia’, undermining US ascendancy in the Cold War. ere — E ee ne i 
covert operation, in exchange for economic aid, left Afghanistan as the pillar o g 


convergence between late 70s and the mid-1980s. 


4 
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evident in October 2001, when Operation, 


A similar US approach to regional balance became erie ti Mahone Wi 
Enduring Freedom signalled Washington’s 19-year long engag ingto 
n 


on Afghan warl 
ident Hamid Karzai to demonstrate greater dependency g d ords, ando 
encouraged Presiden that he distrust them The Bush Administration Itsell gave rise to these 
a á 


t occasions, suggested t ije , i to follow suit. 
ie warlords in Afghanistan’s domestic political scene, urging snr er basia extent 
to which such internal manoeuvrings eased Washington’s fight ji anil ser unclear, 

he broadening of US interests in Kabul’s governance framework Sipnis’ yi uence d the 
eee oad d key regional powers — including Pakistan, 


i i i Il as towar 

leadership’s attitude towards its people, as we | 
is-a-vi eviden 

Trends in Pakistan’s regional stability support vis-a-VIS Afghanistan are evig t even today, 

ssistance to Afghanistan, viewing it as a builg. 


i i i la 
Islamabad remains skeptic of Delhi’s developmenta a 
up to India’s cross-border provocation. As a response, Islamabad has pushed for diplomatic dialogue 


with Kabul, consistently affirming peaceful solutions to Afghanistan’s internal conflicts ang 
furthering measures for regional security. l 

Though Pakistan and the US have deployed two fairly different appro 
both have unequivocally relied on it to bring regional balancing goals to fruition. 


Allies as Mediums of Engagement 

In recent decades, the US has utilised the Pakistani channel to approach the Afghan Taliban 
too. Washington deems the Taliban a key stakeholder in Kabul’s security framework. Initially, the 
Afghan government itself called on Pakistan to encourage direct talks with the Taliban, and help end 
the decades-long conflict. In recent years, however, Washington has regarded Islamabad as a 
‘fallback option’ whenever the former has undergone a spike in trust deficit with the Taliban. For 
example, the Trump administration’s decision to call off US-Taliban peace talks in September 2019, 
was a direct result of the Taliban resuming attacks against Afghan civilian and US officials, 
Pakistan’s consequent decision to host the Taliban in Islamabad, proved crucial to mitigating mutual 
hostilities and resuming dialogue. It laid the groundwork for US Special Representative on 
Afghanistan Zalmay Khalilzad’s October visit to Kabul, a month after President Trump cancelled 
talks with the Taliban and dealt the Afghan peace process a major blow. 

The Trump administration has been pushing hard for a ceasefire agreement with the Afghan 
Taliban in the past three years — one that guarantees withdrawal of US military troops if the Taliban 
pledge not to use Afghanistan as a future base for militant attacks, 


The kind of tangible leverage Pakistan possesses in getting the Taliban to adhere to the US-led 
peace talks has been subject to speculation. However, Pakistan’s civilian and military leaderships 
have been clear on the reasons underpinning their support for the Afghan peace process (the process 
including both intra-Afghan talks and the US-Taliban negotiations), Both leaderships cite a secure 
territorial border with Afghanistan as the prerequisite to regional peace. Successive US governments 
have also acknowledged Pakistan’s endorsement of a political solution to the 19-year conflict. 


aches to Afghanistan, 


On numerous occasions in the past, Pakistan too has approached the US to get its messages 
across to New Delhi, especially on Kashmir. Notable examples include President Kennedy’s 1962 
Anglo-American mission, former prime minister Nawaz Sharif’s 1999 talks with the Clinton 
administration, and president Obama’s appeal to Kashmir settlements in his 2008 campaign. 
President Trump’s recurring offers to mediate on Kashmir — although short-lived — were also the 
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ilt of Pakistan’s consistent Critique of + i i in Indian Occupied 
rail and Kashmir (lOJ&K), que of Delhi's abrogation of Article 370 1 


The Indian Factor in Pak-US Relations 


From the Islamabad-Washington alliance of 
peen very skeptical of Pak-US relations, It deploye 
during the Soviet resistance, and used it as a a 
Afghan insurgency proved Costly for Pakistan’ 
controversial Northern Alliance in Afghanista 


the potential for cross-border instability in p 
By 2006, President George W. Bus} 


signed the 123 Agreement between Delhi 
Civil Nuclear Agreement. This effe 


the Cold War to present times, New Delhi has 
d a non-alignment posture towards Afghanistan 
gboard to win over Washington’s trust once the 
S Sovereign interests, New Delhi backed the 
n to undermine Kabul’s political transitions, furthering 
akistan’s eyes, 

1 decided to deny P 
and Washington — al 
Gave India access to 


akistan a nuclear deal, and instead 
So known as the India-United States 
‘full civil and nuclear cooperation’ at 
Pakistan as an impediment to its larger peace-building aa ede : 
constitute a major share of US Criticism under President Trump ee eae 
A case in point is Paki 

we 


stan’s willingness to b i 
in alance I j i i 
Asia by acquiring nuclear apons. oor ingena strategie 


fronts as well: President Trump criticised Islamabad for allegedly hosting terrorist safe havens. He 


also asseited that Washington had ‘foolishly given Pakistan more than $33 billion in aid over the last 
15 years.’ All these developments were received warmly in New Delhi. 


Ctively 


airstrikes, Moreover, the advent of Prime Minister Narendra Modi’s BJP leadershi 
bolster Indian opposition to Pakistan’s anti-terror financing efforts at the Asia Pacific Group (APG), 


compounding Islamabad’s prospects of implementing the Financial’ Action Task Force (FATF) 
Action Plan in its entirety. 


Strained Relations under the Trump Administration 
An Uncompromising Start 


Shortly after the election of President Donald Trump in 2017, Pak-US relations experienced 
sharp discord. This was led by Trump’s Afghanistan and South Asia strategy in August, which 
“Toneously declared Pakistan a safe haven for violent groups operating in the region. Though 
Previous US administrations have resorted to similar positions, Trump’s direct attribution of all 
Violent cross-border activities to Pakistan quickly sparked discomfort in Islamabad. The allegations 
Provided zero evidence of Pakistan’s sponsorship of cross-border militancy, as as 
Premier. Pakistan’s National Security Committee, comprising of top civilian ee 
Called on the US for ‘effective and immediate US military nee i i see eae 
harbouring terrorists and miscreants on the Afghan soil, including those resp 
terror in Pakistan. 
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From the US perspective, such accusations are aimed at rean i SUpport for 
military withdrawal from Afghanistan. To achieve this domestic objective, it ecomes favourable g 
Washington to routinely depict Pakistan as a source of panpe in Afghanistan, while negatin 
considerations — such as the motivations and goals of India’s increasing presence in the rei 
Limited emphasis on which US policy failures triggered the 19-year Afghan war, and why successi, 
administrations clung to a militaristic solution to the Afghan conflict — seem to have drawn minim 
attention from President Trump. Instead, sacrifices by US military personnel — in both bloog ang 
treasure — have featured prominently in the President’s rhetoric to the US masses. 


By consistently overlooking Pakistan’s counterterrorism support, including the dismantling of 
Taliban strongholds and over 70,000 in civilian and military casualties, the Trump administration, ig 
able to secure two key interests. First, to sidestep rapprochement with Pakistan, as such a move could 
easily invite discontent from key US allies in South Asia. Second, to further delay US action against 
anti-Pakistan militant groups operating out of Afghanistan’s Nangarhar province, such as Jamaat-y). 
Ahrar. Such a policy would demand the US to take responsibility for its own counterterrorism 
shortcomings, a position the Trump administration has been keen on avoiding. 


Economic Threats 


The Trump administration’s suspension of security assistance to Pakistan has also been a 
compounding factor in bilateral tensions. In 2017, the then-US secretary of state Rex Tillerson 
signalled that the ‘amount of aid and military assistance’ provided to Pakistan can be used as 
leverage against it if US ‘counterterrorism objectives’ are not met. By 2018, the Trump 
administration delivered on the threat: Washington halted USD 1.3 billion in annual aid to Pakistan, 
What the US failed to realise, however, was that this annual aid to Pakistan was tied to the Coalition 
Support Fund (CRF) — a reimbursement to Islamabad for its operations against militants. Eliminating 
this assistance, thus, debunked Washington’s own commitment to facilitating a war against South 
Asian militancy. 


Additionally, what prompted this cancellation in aid was not the pretense of Pakistan’s 
‘counterterrorism failures’. In reality, increasing domestic frustrations regarding US military 
blowbacks in Afghanistan, sparked President Trump’s hardline towards Islamabad. This is evident 
across numerous addresses made by the US President — from his State of the Union Address to 
domestic rallies — where the suffering and homecoming of US troops have been consistently invoked 
to appease supporters. ‘Time to bring them [US troops in Afghanistan] home. We’ve done our job, 
we’ve defeated everyone that we’re supposed to defeat. And now we are, we are policing, we are 
now policing,’ spoke Donald Trump during a campaign rally in Minnesota. 


In order to present the promise of US troop withdrawal as credible to voters (and 
simultaneously dress the Afghan war as a success), Washington finds it convenient to label Pakistan 
as the host of anti- Afghan militant safe havens. The immediate result: Deflecting Washington’s 
military failures on Islamabad, including the empowerment of the Afghan Taliban. and a fresh crop 
of anti-US fighter outfits. ‘Instead of making Pakistan a scapegoat for their ilies US should do 
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Judging by Pakistan’s defiance of Us M 
. thr it i i o longer serve 
an effective tool for Pak-Ug “Operation as “ats, it is clear that coercion can n 8 
rebuttal of Trump’s threats a ; 


underlined by experts on Capitol Hill. Pakistan’s 
) ; Iso confirm that 
contribution to Islamabad’, 


count , the suspended US aid made only a meagre 
war [the Afghan conflict] and aver ging a losses, ‘Pakistan suffered 75,000 casualties in this 
bn’, tweeted Prime Minister Imran Khan n was lost to economy. US “aid” was a minuscule $20 
threats, and Islamabad’s co 


Nsequent p 'n November 2018. Therefore, Washington’s economic 
Unlike previous US administr eststance, have let the Pak-US frictions grow unabated. 


ations, th i 
reservations through diploma $ Trump leadership has made little effort to address these 


tic Corridors . , , 
outcome of a conscious Us Policy, > Which Suggests that the strain in bilateral ties is the 


A Miscalculation of Pak-China Economic Ties 
The Trump administration has mad 

e fre 
relations with China. In July 2018, US Secretary of Siac ee at 
an International Monetary Fund (IMF) bailout Padkar: ike P 
negating the country’s genuine quest for = 
what the IMF does.’ remarked Pompeo. 


hat are Part 


questioning Pakistan’s economic 


with that American dollars t 
bondholders or China itself.’ 


Economic Corridor 


i » ANY prospect of repayment would serve as 
» Independent of the IMF’s rules and Procedures, 
Moreover, the reporting techniques and agreed-upon iti 


be redirected to a third- 
Pakistan never cited Chinese payments as a formal Provision in its documented negotiations with the 
IMF. ‘We have not had discussions with the authoriti 

senior IMF official in July 2018. 


ence for decades. 
S skepticism of bilateral 
future,’ said one senior 


Re-examining the Centrality of Pak-US Ties to South Asia 


. . PR i ive approach 
This section argues why Pak-US ties — despite Washington’ s PEN hein see 
‘ e 
Ovementioned areas — are likely to remain mrega ka a Ta x of mutual interest. 
cases: ‘a case for convergence’ — where political conflicts in an onal abjecivearits Pacts 
cond, ‘a case for divergence’ — where differing positions on reg 
Cooperation mandatory. 


in ab 
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A Case for Convergence 
cal Solution to the Afgha 
he Afghan Ta 


n Conflict airina 
ns : ful entity in Afghan polit 
; lidified itself as @ POW Politi 
liban had solidi with the Ashraf Ghani leadership, whig 


Growin frictions i 
‘ of the US, rendered Afghan citizens the prima 
ncidents rocked the country, with over 2,400 i 


Politi 
By early 2018, t ‘ee 
controlling 56.3 per cent of total districts. 
the Taliban considers to be a puppet governmen 
targets of aggression. In 2019 alone, 611 security ! ! 
civilian deaths. Ignoring the Taliban was no longer an option. 
Thus, US efforts to strike a peace deal with the insurge 
s. This settlement was contingent upon joint Pak-U 
kilometre border with Afghanistan, and endin 


nt group became the pivot to a wide 
S cooperation, aimed at securing 
ee i g Washington’s longest military 
engagement to date. 

Initial headway between the US and the Taliban bec 
resolution, named the Roadmap to Peace, worked out in Jul 
parties’ commitment towards institutionalising Afghanistan’s Islamic system, 


peace, and inviting zero-interference from regional powers. 
What ended up costing the peace effort its due c 


intergovernmental communication between Washington and Is 
its skepticism of both Washington and Islamabad. The Ashra 
conspiring against the Afghan government, while falsely that Prime 
wilfully interfering in Afghanistan’s domestic affairs. 

Kabul, Imran Khan’s meeting with President 


To deter future skepticism and distrust from 
Trump in July 2019 served great strategic purpose. The encounter confirmed that ‘respecting Afghan 


sovereignty’ was significant to both countries — a core value that could lead both the Taliban and the 
Afghan government to be optimistic in the peace process. In fact, both the Afghan government and 
the Taliban are on record acknowledging that respect of Afghanistan’s sovereignty is paramount. 
Thus, a continuation of direct intergovernmental communication between Washington and Islamabad 
is important to dispel hostilities in peace efforts. It is also a necessary step for injecting a positive 
forward looking tone into a rather rocky negotiation path with the Afghan Taliban. 

Khan and Trump’s consensus on a ‘political solution’ to the Afghan conflict paved the way for 
another crucial variable in the peace process: Pakistan’s willingness to talk to the Taliban, and vice 
versa. Islamabad’s intent t i : : l . 
hae nt to welcome the Taliban and help Washington achieve a trust surplus with 
urgent group, was a contributing factor to the February 2020 Doha Agreement More 
importantly, Pakistan’s invitation to h iban i i 
oiak ib | ost the Taliban in early 2019 was construed warmly by Taliban 

icials — indicative of Islamabad’s indispensability to the US-Taliban peace suc Taliban’s 
tendency to steer towards stakeholders other than the US — in a bi oe a ; 
Pakistan i ear in a bid to welcome facilitation — gives 
important space to exercise its diplomatic levera i ; 
ge over the Taliban, and underline the 


ame evident in an eight-point joint 
y 2019 in Doha. It confirmed both 
encouraging cohesive 


redibility, was the absence of direct 
lamabad. Kabul had already expressed 
f Ghani leadership accused the US of 
Minister Imran Khan was 


merits of a ceasefire. 
If ther a eo 
fegional se ae se ee Pakistan’s ability to facilitate negotiations with the Taliban for 
Doha talks, With Pakistan's d iip Islamabad’s release of Mullah Baradar in 2018 to assist the 
engagement, the Trump admi “ep snowieage of Taliban’s violent tendencies and etiquettes of 
EAA al inistration could appear better equipped to pursue counterterrorism 
; p withdrawals, intra-Afghan dialogue, and a comprehensive ceasefire. Yet, the 
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fi damental test for both Isla 
un 


mabad and 
stain newfound momentum, 
su 


_ ies can 
Washington is the extent to which their bilateral tie 
Some key Policy differences demand attention. 
One, the US objectives to Call back its troops and defe 
war, is set against the Suarantee that no terrorist 
Afghanistan. However, what the 


. S misses 
ressure to comply with the pact. 
p 


ivil 
r prospects of a full-blown Afghan civ 


‘ nto 
© Seems to be little to compel the insurgent group i t 
relinquishing its pursuit for Sreater political “ontrol in Afghanistan, In fact, Taliban’s reluctance to 
give up political control Is evidenced Y In its absolute dismissal of t 
declaring direct talks a red line, 


Only when the Afghan 80vernment and the Taliban coexist, can the US post-withdrawal 
guarantees begin he take their due Course. Little Suggests that the US is trying to achieve this very 
‘objective by doubling down on the Taliban’. domestic Power tussle, Instead, half-hearted and largely 
unilateral US strategies directly compound Pakistan’s 
in the aftermath of US Military wit 


desire to have a safe and secure neighbourhood 
hdrawal from Afghanistan, 


Sident Trump’s dj 


Ities at the centre 
Hence, Overcoming the Talib 


Sengagement cites th 
of the thousands of Afghan casua 


of the conflict. 
an’s deep-seat 


A Shifting Economic Trajectory 


i ith powers of their 
Ister economic partnerships wi 
i US have chosen to bo aes 
oe on Modi administrations have been at ae eae robust rae 
m . . . ; 
at, alliance ae bilateral trade crossing USD 142 billion in 


US arms and defence 
500 bil k. India has also emerged as one of the largest markets for 

illion mark. India has 

Equipment in the world. 


Choos 


i i rse 
j i i 3 d chose to imm 


tion 
ith i ina. The bulk of the coopera 

| mic partnership with iron-ally China 

' a multi-billion dollar econo 
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illion for the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor ee ae Potential 
centres on USD 62 bi vassal s is deemed inevitable by both Chinese illi led i Officials 
See pami bilateral trade — including a USD 5 billion p i ge from Ove 
Moreover, trends in oy ian _ dwarf any level of financial assistance ever provided by the U 
50 Chinese companies 


i iti nterterrorism allegat, ` 
It towards China is also devoid of stringent conditions and cou gations 

Pakistan’s tilt towar 
such as those communicated by Washington. 
In light of Islamabad and Washingto 


absolutely central for both countries to 


independent pursuits. Consider the Trump acme ities are bound to redirect IMF fyng 
It is headlined by baseless accusations that Pakistani authorities $ 


iproci kistan wheney 
towards the Chinese. Such posturing is likely to toughen i from donee . ll 
seeks defence cooperation in South Asia. Instead, it is in America S n aes _ hs Ors 
that underpin the Sino-Pakistan economic alliance. Deliberations here can also pposition to 


n’s shifting economic trajectories in South Asia, jy is 


demonstrate favourable recognition of each other’ 
s hardline approach to the CPEC initiative 


Pakistan’s future engagements with Beijing. | _ 

China’s thorough consideration of Pakistan’s economic well-being ee ln y eidg 
during its support for Islamabad’s terror regulation case before the FATF. Crucia | I i ao to 
offset stringent IMF conditions also helped cultivate Beijing’s favourable image in Islamabad, As 
one Washington-based expert notes: ‘The problem for America is this: Pakistan can afford to walk 
away. A few hundred million dollars isn’t much of a stick anymore. The China-Pakistan 
relationship is now worth $110 [billion], with around $4 [billion] expected this year. And those 
billions come easy. For $900 [million, her estimate of current US aid levels to Pakistan], Pakistan 
endures a volatile, loveless affair with the US while China offers billions without drama.’ 


Thus, it is in the Trump administration’s best interests to view the Pakistan-China convergence 
less as an impediment, and more as an outcome of Pakistan’s independent economic choices — one 
which should invite acknowledgement and respect, if future Pak-US cooperation is to be prioritised 
in South Asia. 


A Case for Divergence 
Differing Counterterrorism Positions 


Divergent counterterrorism positions, including selective US operations against anti-Pakistan 
outfits operating out of Afghanistan, make bilateral cooperation evermore pivotal. The Trump 
administration made it clear that it wishes to eliminate all present and future anti-US militant outfits 
within South Asia. However, Washington shows no signs * of accelerating crackdowns against 
Afghan-based Islamist groups that continue to target military and civilian facilities in Pakistan. US 
willingness to falsely attribute major militant attacks in Afghanistan to Pakistan — Without ramping 
up intelligence-based counterterrorism Operations in Afghanistan’s East — marks a major discord in 
Pak-US priorities for peace. In an important testimony before the US Senate Foreign Relations 


Committee, former United States Institute of Peace affiliate and Pakistan expert Moeed Yusuf 
outlined the merits of Pak-US cooperation: 


Much of the present strategic divergence of interest between the two sides is Afghanistan 


specific. Should Pakistan and the US manage to work together and find a mutually acceptable 


negotiated settlement in Afghanistan, a sustained relationship beyond that would by definition be for 


Scanned with CamScanner 


www.urdukutabkhanapk.blogspot.com 


49 
pakistan’s sake alone, The basis for p 


istani US partnership, 
i akistani i out fickleness of the 
transactional nature of the relationship, perceptions ab 


and even anti American sentiment would have disappeared | 

The underlying sentiment itol Hill is that no degree of Pakistani cooperation, even In the 
form of the Taliban-US peace process facilitation, would prove adequate, This does not change the 
fact that Pakistan sacrificed over 70,000 lives ina war built urel le baik of US military designs 
in Afghanistan. One reason why Successive Pakistani Aen have struggled to engage the 
Pakistan! AEAN in a US, and cultivate a favourable national image to encour age coop eration, is 
because se — S prioritisation Of the India-US strategic caleba Consider the fact that 
pee a y ue a New Delhi and Washington agreed that the ‘contalarcieit of China’ — 
ae prim Wat long-standing objective, Delivering on this objective demands that 
pen ine a from Islamabad, This is established by the broad-based criticism of 
former P or South Asia, Alice Wells, of Islamabad’s economic and geostrategic pivot 


towards Beijing. This criticism has enabled i tegic partne hip 
‘ Prominent y - i l 
i aedheirease for | ser ti Sabi bias "i i n ae of an Indo US stra gic p rs 
om expense o Olating Pak Stan. 


The result is that neither the 
is optimally content with Pakistan 
measures, and engagement with th 


in Cap 


US nor the ¢ 


, , , ~ “urrent Afghan government (favourable to New Delhi) 
S policies, 


among which lie border security, 


l » Pakistan’s role, at least in Afghanistan, should be 
-Itis also į i 


to unearth the actual sources of cross- border d 


PAKISTAN-CHINA STRATEGIC PARTNERSHIP 


Current Developments in Sino 


publicly stated that the Strategic goal of helping India is to become a “ 
coming decades. In July 2005, India and the US concluded a civil nucle 
military cooperation agreement. The Obama administration continued America’s engagement with 
India. In January 2015, President Obama renewed the 10-year military cooperation agreement. Six 
months later, a new defence framework agreement was concluded between them, which paved the 
way for synchronising American and Indian militaries while developing protocols to grant each other 
the use of their respective logistical facilities. 


major world power” in the 
ar deal and signed a 10-year 


Similarly, in India, Narendra Modi after becoming prime minister in 2014, also accelerated the 
pace of newly-found engagement with the US. His national security team quickly removed 
bureaucratic obstacles in finalising several defence cooperation and technology transfer related 
agreements. With Defence Trade and Technology Initiative (DTTI), New Delhi i pee ee 
Moving towards joint development and production of weapon systems. oie pes pal ee 
Strategic Vision for the Asia-Pacific and udian Region underscores the need fo om 

iti at flight throughout the region especially in 
aa r a ne os llaborating in maritime domain 
he South China Sea.” This has led to building consensys on colla 
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been pursuing enhanced defeng, 


ington has 
es, Washingt y to check the rise of China and jt, 


. ._ ili , 
undertaking joint 1” Asia-Pacific strateg 
ndia as part of rebalance ai and Indian Ocean Region (IOR). 


th China , , 

the Sou dispute between India and China and tensions on the issue 

ted trust deficit. Linked with this is the expanding political, defence 

iat countries in the neighbourhood, i.. Le growing tles with the 

0 and, China’s expanding cooperation with the South Asian 
adit . i during the Dok 

: ino- tensions reached their peak Oklam 

presence In JOR. Sino-Indian other in the summer of 2017 


i inst each 
i d Chinese troops faced off agains 3 
Indian me between Indian Prime Minister Narendra Modi and Chinese 


han Summit has not yet yielded a resolution of contentious issues, 
ttempt to reset Sino-Indian relations by leadership of both 


including tary exercis 
engagement with I 
growing military pr 

Meanwhile, the unre 
of Tibet have further perpe 
engagement 0 
an and East Asian nations, 


esence in 
solved border 


and economic 
Southeast Asi 
nations and increasing 
border crisis when the 
Similarly, the apparent bonh 
President Xi Jinping during Wu 
Held in April 2018, the summit was an a 
but the mutual mistrust still prevails. 
jan military capa 
balance of power i 


bilities and the growing US military 
n South Asia and poses a geopolitical 
ymakers in Beijing fear that Washington is pursuing the 


‘containment of rising China’ strategy in concert with its allies in the region. The goal, China has 
assessed, is to exploit its strategic vulnerability in the maritime arena. In May 2015, China issued a 
Military Strategy White Paper reflecting these concerns. The Paper outlined a new mar itime policy of 
‘active defence’ to project naval power to protect “maritime rights and interests” along with securing 
“national security and development interests.” It also emphasised ensuring protection of Sea Lines of 
Communication (SLOCs) across the Indian Ocean.” 

It is this evolving geo-strategic context that has led to reinvigoration of Pakistan-China 
relationship in the recent years. Both, in South Asia and Indian Ocean Region, geo-strategic 
significance of Pakistan seems to have been reinforced for China, yet again. Beijing has repeatedly 
emphasised that Pakistan-China relationship is a ‘model inter-state relationship’ to be emulated by 
ie ariel Pakistan, the rising China presents an opportunity to leverage the 

ry prowess of China and advance its interests in South Asia and IOR. 


countries 
Taken together, the build-up of Ind 


footprint in the region undermines strategic 
challenge to China and Pakistan. The polic 


a ema Pakistan-China relationship has been underpinned by mutual interest to balance 
ndia. This has been led by multifaceted defence and securit j 

A a y cooperation to ensure peace and 
ae E South Asia by providing support for Pakistan’s defence capabilities du in recent 
p s > l extensive military and technological cooperation. In parallel, China’s relationship with 
ee —- in recent years — Doklam crisis, Indian opposition to CPEC and BRI Pies 
Sata - akistan ties experienced a broad-based shift. Meanwhile, in Afghanistan. th ‘ 

of China — being close to Pakistan — has been employed b oe gate 

vovernment and Taliban) to i PNE ployed by all sides (the US, Afghan 
fa pursue their respective interests duri 

slamabad has focused on expanding its strategic space j orng the peace process. However, 
with China as peace process progressed during peri s aTi 4 AE through close coordination 


Regional Security and Bilateral Engagement 


China and Paki 
stan have closel i ‘ 
Both sides exte y coordinated in maintainj 
nd all-out s ntaining a stable regi i t. 
refrain from interfering in Pine = Snl eguard each other’s sovereignty i aa en i 
mestic affairs. The bilateral coordination us b oria integrity, ‘ 
een most prominent 0 
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the issues related to Conflict a 


i ey, and instabili 
role have increased manifold į 


i : i nd 
ty in Afghanistan, where China’s interests, influence a 
n recent yea 


rs. 
the US bega , 
ai ` instability in A naii ii ts troops from Afghanistan in 2014, China’s concerns about 
looming tstan and its fallout on its restive western region of Xinjiang deepened. 
ageme 


ving decided to increase ; 
Beijing se its eng nt with Islamabad and Kabul. The Chinese objective was to 


rr d reconcilj ti : 
initiate peace an ation by involye 
ijing also recogni _ nent of majo 
does, Beijing a Enizes that Pak ashingto 
Afghanistan. In early 2015, ç ina cee ha key stakeholder for peace and reconciliation in 
‘political factions,’ while empha acil 


e it ti ? $ t and 
' sizing that Paki lation’ to reconcile Afghan governmen 
rocess. In 2016, China along 


Coordination Group (QCG) to 
came after back-channels talks 


t 
the talks after a US drone strike k; ra 
Taliban refused to hold direct negat; er 


In June 2017, the Chine 
mistrust between Islamabad an 
foreign ministers level on the ; rity 

: . > counterterrorism a 
showcase that as China has Increased its enga nd development. The 


Islamabad closely coordinated with Beijing to 
environment for economic development. 


se Foreign Minister unde ' 
rtook shutt 
d Kabul. To thi shuttle diplomacy to ad 


SSUES of secu 


maintained that Kashmir dispute is a “leftover from history” 


through “dialogue based on UN Charter, the UN Security Co 
agreements,” 


After an attac 
that first dog 


and it needs to be resolved peacefully 


uncil (UNSC) resolutions and bilateral 
Chinese non-confrontational approach was on display during February 2019 crisis. 


k on Indian forces in Kashmir region, India and Pakistan tensions escalated to the point 
fight between air forces of both countries took place and rakasta downed vane = 
While Capturing the pilot. At the peak of crisis, Beijing called on both sides to saan See nh 
è actions...to stabilise situation.” After Pakistan had auntie China publicly stated tha 

Countries? Sovereignty and territorial integrity shall be respected. etna sea dat 

In August 2019, New Delhi withdrew special E T 
control and bifurcating the region into two territories of Lada š aami che Kudhialt region 
changes in the legal framework, India for practical par aa New Delhi. These changes were 
into Indian Union and now intends to directly rule them a Kahale Paen veleni 
“companied by a security and communications lockdown Imp 
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ssioner from New Delhi and suspend: 
ns” to change status quo, specifica n 
n. China vowed that India’s actions 
to force.” The initial pushback was followed up by high-le, 
issue. In an unprecedented move, Beijing raise i 
nd Security Council held a closed-dog, 


ecalling its High Commi 
d India’s “unilateral actio 
tatus of Ladakh regio 


criticised the Indian actions, f 
bilateral trade. Beijing criticise 
opposed change of administrative $ 
“unacceptable and will not come in 
engagement with Pakis 
development related to 


tan on Kashmir 
Kashmir at the UNSC session, 4 


meeting to discuss peace and security in Kashmir. 

Aside from India factor, Pakistan’s disillusionment with the US progressively pushed it to a 
om China. During 1950s, Pakistan joined the US-led Central ‘Treaty Organisation 
(CEATO) and South East Asia Treaty Organisation (SENTO). It led to extensive American Support 
for building-up Pakistan’s military capabilities while Islamabad expected Washington to support i, 
position on Kashmir. Both India and Pakistan engaged in a general war over Kashmir in 1965, To 
Pakistan’s surprise, during the war, Washington imposed an arms embargo, halting supplies of 
defence equipment and spares. This led to erosion of the mutual trust. Soon after the war, Pakistan 
deepened relationship with China leading to extensive defence cooperation. This trend has continued 
for decades now leading to high-degree of mutual trust between China and Pakistan. In contrast, 
Islamabad-Washington ties are transactional in nature, while mutual trust remains absent. Pakistan 
seeks to maintain a working relationship with the US as it is a great power with extensive presence in 


Pakistan’s neighbourhood. 
Growing Coordination at Multilate 


Bilateral trust and support between Pakista 


support fr 


ral Forums 
n and China is most evident at multilateral forums, 


particularly, in the various bodies of the UN such as Conference on Disarmament (CD). China has 
spent political capital in supporting Pakistan’s interests at the UN. At the same time, it is not a blank 
cheque rather the support has had its limits. Before limitations, however, comes the special kind of 
support both countries extend to each other. Since 1971, when the People’s Republic of China (PRC) 
assumed the seat in the UNSC, China rarely used its veto. In 1972, Beijing used its first veto to 
support Pakistan when it opposed a resolution to admit the new state of Bangladesh as a UN member. 
Such support has been a constant. A look at voting record of countries at the UN General Assembly 

resolutions, from 1971-2017, shows that Pakistan has voted 90 per cent of the time similar to China. 
In recent years, Chinese support at the UN has been most evident at the UNSC 1267 Sanctions 
Committee. In 1999, the UNSC had adopted a Resolution-1267 and constituted an al-Qaeda-Taliban 
Sanctions Committee to its freeze financial assets and impose travel restrictions on the individuals 
and entities linked to al-Qaeda and Taliban. After the November 2008 terrorist attacks in Mumbai, 
India accused Lashkar-i-Tayyaba (LeT), a Pakistan-based militant group, of orchestrating the attacks. 
Since then, India has been consistently referring selective individuals linked with LeT to the 1267 
Sanctions Committee seeking to list them as terrorists. Gradually, the Indian list has expanded to 
include founder of Jaish-e-Muhammad (JeM), Maulana Masood Azhar. Pakistan contends that India 
has been attempting to ‘politicise’ the workings of the 1267 Sanctions Committee. For years, thus, 
sn ito Oh’ s,s ay pe cl! oe 
name ra grounds, i.e. asking for more information before it could make final 
ae em i" ae back, China blocked the US-led effort to sanction Maulana 
hansen aaa f e It was a high-stake political commitment shown by China when It 
y Trump administration to put pressure on Pakistan. Later in 2019, 


_ 
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powever, after Pulwama crisis, China lifted its techn 


indivi i has been put on the 
fist of sanctioned individuals by the UNSC 1267 oe hold and Masood Azhar 


Ctions Committee. 


PAKISTAN AND INDIA NUCLEAR CONFLICT 


current commitment to only use nu 
first use’, 


Some experts watching the situation have told Nature that the risk of a conflict between the 


ountries has never been greater since they both tested nuclear weapons in 1998, 
explosive right now and I am reall 


professor of chemistr 
Pakistan's prime minis 
two Countries on seve 


twoc 


“It’s very 
y concerned it could get worse,” says Atta-ur-Rahman, 


y at the University of Karachi in Pakistan and a science adviser to 
ter Imran Khan. Khan has talked up the risks of nuclear war between the 
ral occasions since being elected a year ago. Vipin Narang, who studies 
nuclear proliferation at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology in Cambridge, says the 
statement from defence minister Rajnath Singh creates ambiguity in India’s no-first-use policy, 
an “essentially renders it meaningless”. 


What is no first use and who else has Adopted it? 


ina and India have an 

Of the world’s eight declared nuclear-weapons states, ee e alan we pais 

unambiguous no first use nuclear weapons policy. This is a commitmen as ie at Seon 
in response to a nuclear attack and never in retaliation for one using con 
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ich activating nuclear weapons would only ej 
t 


. d h 
policy also includes comprehensive protocols in W 


be a last resort. 
India tested its first nuclear weap 


2003, five years after conducting a secon 
intention in declaring no first use was partly to 
ith its own nuc 


responded to India’s second test w1 
tan has amassed | 


Over the past two decades, Pakis 
according to the Stockholm International Peace Researc 
research and development prog 


nced nuclear weapons, as well as ballistics 
icy? 


‘t Pakistan have a no first use Pol 
y studies at the Naval Postgradua, 


who teaches securit 
o adopt the same policy, that would negate its 


on in 1974 and the government committed to no first me 
d set of nuclear-weapons tests on 11 and 13 May 199g Th 
help defuse tensions with ts neighbour, which i 
lear tests the same month. 

50-160 nuclear missiles, to India’s 130-149 
h Institute. Both countries, moreover, ha 
rammes. 


adva 


Why doesn 
According to Feroz Hassan Khan, 
School in Monterey, California, if Pakistan were t 


reason for developing nuclear weapons in the first place. 
of Pakistan’s nuclear weapons planning staff in the early 2000s, says 


ns in the 1970s because it had fewer armed forces 
| war unless it developed more powerful military 
d his people would “eat grass, leaves or go 


Khan, who was a member 
that the country began developing nuclear weapo 
than India and knew it would lose a conventiona 
technology. At the time, Pakistan’s then prime minister sal 
hungry” if that is what it took to get nuclear weapons. 


India and Pakistan have been at Loggerheads before: why is the current 
situation such a Big Deal? 

When India’s defence minister Singh said on August 16, that the country’s long-held no first 
“depending on circumstances”, this was not the first 





use nuclear weapons doctrine could change, 
time a senior politician had floated the idea. 
But the minister’s statement came at a time when the two countries’ governments are barely on 


P terms. A week earlier, India announced that Kashmir — a disputed northern region claimed 
y oth India and Pakistan and currently divided into two areas administered by each country 
aar — would no longer need a separate constitution from the rest of India. ind aradin 
ashmir would, moreover, be partitioned into two territories. A curfew and communications blackout 
followed in Indian-administered Kashmir, which is very slowly being lifted 
en a s government has peen trying to persuade the international community through the 
a ations to censure India’s government. India’s opposition parties also oppose what is 
lls r pasami, But India’s government, led by Prime Minister Narendra Modi, says that its 
es will help Kashmiri society and its econom 
i to dev i 
outside help to resolve their differences. i agonal ee eee Saeed mi 
Relations have been on a kni i 
nife-edge since F i 
Jaish-e-Mohammad, claimed scabies for the d tee ial eels same e. 
administered Kashmir. India responded with air ae ‘ se seen | sapere se 
in February it did seem as if war would break out = y at hit targets inside Pakistan. For a few days 
with eachiove: ieiet. . Pakistan and India have previously fought wats 
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What Might Happen N ext? 
Analysts say that a nuclear conflict — 
that rhetoric from both sides combine 


SYO f A A o 
although closer — is still remote. But they also agre 
- principle is not safe. 
u 


d with the Possibility of even a small change to India’s no first 


i Y strike at Pakistan; ar i 
might, in turn, prompt Pakistan t 

destabilising dynamic where as soo 
sides to go first,” Narang Says, 


How likely are these Scenarios? 


military escalation concerns analys 
nuclear targets. 


Nuclear Arsenal of India and Pakistan 


The United States and Russia account for arou 


nd 93% of the world? 
weapons. Seven other nuclear- 


armed nations are not bound by treaties t 
ber of strategic launchers and the numbe 
of the numbers of nuclear warheads and 


, the seven nations may now hold a total of 1200 warhe 
nuclear forces in 2019 each may contain 140 


s estimated 13,900 nuclear 
hat require them to divulge 
r of warheads deployed on 
yields in their arsenal, but 


ads. India’s and Pakistan’s 
to 150 warheads, with a possible expansion to 200 to 
250 warheads in each country by 2025. Britain (~215), France (~300), China (~270), and Israel (~80) 


have a similar number of weapons but have been maintaining relatively constant arsenal. Estimates 
of the numbers of warheads possessed by India and Pakistan are based on the capacity of delivery 
‘ystems that can be observed from remote sensing, rather than on the amount of enriched uranium 
and plutonium fuel that the countries may have produced. 


Pakistan has nuclear-capable aircraft (F-16A/B and Mirage I/V) n ma a 
a ar ee i E A dae paal 
aie dia can be rea > 
‘Tulse missiles with s up to 350 km. All of In . tiall 
Systems Since fi aed 400 cities with more than 100,000 people, Pakistan could potentially 
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and large-sized cities in India with its Curren 


i tellite images and locations f 
, . Kristensen provides sa Or 10 
-thirds by 2025 f missile garrisons Or nuclear-capable fighter-bomber 


‘stan is developing capabilities for sea-based nuclear weapons. ap ‘o aie Officials 
sea ett ee disassembled, and the parts are stored in n a oca a to reduce 
the possibility that terrorists might capture a usable weapon, pe a i ae ra 7 i Studies 
and local news reports, Kristensen and Norris identify nine loc Nuclear 


t d. am s ° 
weapons may be store d by Pakistan in 1998, it is estimated that the 


On the basis of the sizes of weapons teste 5 
current weapons have yields of 5 to 12 kt. However, much higher yields are cag sed Possible 
which could greatly increase both casualties and global environmental effects. Pakistani Scientist, 


claim that all the weapons they tested in 1998 were uranium-based, boosted fission eo that 
can have yields of hundreds of kilotons, without the need to develop more complex two-stage 
fission-fusion weapons. The 1998 tests did not demonstrate such high yields, and it Is unknown 
whether Pakistan has been able to produce and deploy such high-yield warheads. Kristensen et al. 
discuss the limited evidence of availability of tritium in Pakistan, which would be needed to allow 
boosted weapons to be produced. Advanced states are motivated to use boosted fission and two. 
stage weapons because they are smaller and lighter weight than fission weapons of the same yield, 
making them easier to deliver by missiles or aircraft. Boosted weapons also require less uranium or 


plutonium for a given yield. 

Pakistan has produced tactical nuclear weapons for use on battlefields to counter the 
conventional weapons advantage of an invading Indian army. Their current arsenal probably includes 
24 tactical weapons of unknown yield, but perhaps in the range of 5 to 12 kt. Tactical and strategic 
weapons (which are used to attack targets distant from a battlefield) can overlap in yield. The ylelds 
of advanced boosted fission weapons can be adjusted across a large range from sub-kilotons to more 
than 100 kt. Tactical weapons may be less secure than strategic ones and may lower the threshold for 
nuclear weapons use. The 2018 arsenal of India is thought to contain 130 to 140 nuclear warheads 
which may expand to 200 by 2025. 


India has nuclear-capable aircraft including Mirage 2000H and Ja I 
c guar IS/IB, with ranges up to 
1850 km. It has four types of land-based ballistic missiles that have been deployed with a is to 


attack slightly more than one-third of all moderate- 


arsenal and more than two . 
facilities in Pakistan that may be locations 


in development. Since Pakistan has about 60 cities with more than 100,000 le, Indi Id 
potentially attack each moderate- or large-sized city in Pakistan with two nu l eiA 
current arsenal and four warheads if its arsenal grows to 250 weapons b 2025 a 
On the basis of the sizes of weapons tested b f | 
yields of 12 to 40 kt. However, higher yields are p 


more than 100,000 inhabitants, so it j i 
1 » SO it 
nuclear conflict with China i 
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PAKISTAN’S ROLE BETWEEN KSA AND IRAN 


Saudi Arabia and Iran, the two prominent regional powers with conflicting ideological 
interests, have been at loggerheads Since they severed formal diplomatic relations a few years ago. 
The four-decades-long rivalry has followed the predictable pattern of tension and detente. Both 
countries, seemingly disillusioned with the futility of their ravaging conflicts, are now looking for 
acceptable mediation as the severing of diplomatic ties and jingoism has not yielded any substantially 
yseful results. They have now realized that not speaking at the diplomatic level is providing leverage 
to other actors with vested interests in the region. The United Arab Emirates (UAE) has initiated a 


rapprochement with Iran by sending its officials to Tehran. Russia, China and Turkey in the region 
are advancing more in tandem to de-escalate the conflict 


Moreover, the Saudi war in Yemen is bec 
Saudi military adventure. At the same tim 
involvement in Syria and Libya. The relations 
end where the revision of thei 


oming a liability with the US reluctance to be part of 
e, Iran has managed to get the Russian military 
between Saudi Arabia and Iran have reached a dead 
r strategies is the only option, this working through mediation. 
Complicated Saudi-Iran Relations 

Both Saudi Arabia and Iran are major 
markets across the world. Since the 1979 Rev 
over the Islamic world, something that was p 
custodian of two holy 
Gulf countries and the 


petroleum exporting countries with a competition for 
olution, Iran too started asserting its leadership claims 
reviously solely reserved for Saudis for them being the 
mosques. The Iranian offensive to export its revolution to the neighbouring 


Iran-Iraq war since the 1980s have cast a shadow on their relations. Iran has 


been successful in wielding significant influence in Syria, Lebanon, Iraq, Afghanistan and Yemen. 


A brief détente was brought in in 1990s by the then Iranian president Hashemi Rafsanjani, and 
Saudi Arabian Crown Prince Abdullah Bin Abdul Aziz who met on the sidelines of the 1991 ‘OIC 
Summit in Senegal. A Comprehensive Cooperation Agreement was signed between them in 1998, 
and in 2001 the two countries signed a bilateral security agreement. Yet this détente was reversed by 
dramatic expansion of Iran in post-war Iraq and post-uprising Syria where Iranians and their Shia 
militias have set a strong foothold, at the cost of a humanitarian catastrophe of staggering proportions 
inflicted on mostly Sunni Muslim population. 


The Saudis responded with quick military intervention in Yemen when the Iran-backed Houthi 
militias overturned a UN-brokered constitutional transition in 2015. The intervention under the 
pretext of protecting the UN-recognised government of Mansour Hadi, failed pushing the Houthi 
militia for a compromise and rather Saudi-led military coalition was caught in stalemate. At the same 
time, both Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates saw the Arab Spring anti-government protests 
as a threat to their leadership and started supporting the counter-revolutionary forces across the 


region. The July 3, 2013 military coup in Egypt, the rise of General Khalifa Haftar in Libya, and 


supporting pro-Saudi politicians and military generals in Tunisia and Sudan and then reaching out to 
Pro-Saudi Shias in Iraq have relatively strengthened Saudi power in the region. | 
The shortlived progress in Saudi-Iranian bilateral relations during the presidency of Mahmoud 
Ahmadinejad, when he paid state visits to Saudi Arabia in 2007 and 201 2, came to an end after Saudi 
Arabia found Iran fuelling anti-regime protests in Bahrain and encouraging the Home to reverse the 
-led transition in Yemen in 2014. The eventual Houthi takeover of Sana’a in 2015 and the 
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inst the Houthis brought the two sides 7 


>< military intervention aga | : 
on’s military set on fire in Tehran after a prominent Set 


; , . crisis. The Saudi embassy was 
irreversible ap SMS ae executed in 2016 after being convicted on terrorism charge 
Shia leader Sheikh Nimr al-Nimr was 9, 


The S ber 13 9 i Aramco facility and subsequent attack on an Irani 
e sep em er 201 drone attack ona Saudi Ar á ja ; i 
oil tanke V W 


The Energy Rivalry 

Apart from politics, the Saud 
countries are key members of the Organi 
often taken diametrically opposed posit 
reserves and smaller population, has a g 


subsequent Saudi coaliti 


one rivalry has also stretched into the economic realm, Bo 

zation of Petroleum Exporting Countries (OPEC), and hay 
‘ons over energy policy. Saudi Arabia, with its large gj 
reater interest in taking a long-term view of the global ojl 


market and prefers the oil prices to remain at a moderate level. In contrast, Iran is compelled to focus 


on high prices in the short-term as its sanction-hit oil facilities are ageing and outmoded, Iran’s oj 
exploration cost is higher and its population is almost three times that of Saudi Arabia, unable to 
an’s oil production in 2018 wag 


il production (6.6 mbpd) in pre-revolution years, Ir 

6 mere a Saudi . ee is now nearly triple (12.42 mbpd) that of Iran’s peak 
output. In October IMF had sharply cut the Iran and Saudi growth forecast. 

Though the Saudi Economy is not doing good and is expected to remain stagnant in 2019, 

Iran’s sanction-hit economy, which is heavily reliant on oil revenues, is hit by high inflation, huge 


youth unemployment, plummeting currency, and economic contraction thus painting a bleak picture 


and compelling Iran to come to the negotiation table. The normalization may also help Pakistan 
secure its easy and low-cost access to meeting its skyrocketing energy demands from neighbouring 
Iran and may in the process pave the way for the resumption of Iran-Pakistan-India pipeline. 


Why Pakistan? 

The Pakistani leadership has been vocal in the past about his country’s constructive role in 
mediating between. Iran and Saudi Arabia. In 2016, Pakistan’s PM had opposed Pakistan’s 
involvement in the Saudi coalition to dislodge Iran-backed Houthi militia from Yemen’s Aden. He 
had even held separate meetings with the ambassadors of Saudi Arabia and Iran back then. Being the 
only Muslim nuclear state, Pakistan aspires to play a leading role in resolving the Iran-Saudi Arabia 
conflict. Since Imran Khan came to power, Pakistan’s relations with Saudi Arabia and Iran have been 
one of the biggest talking points in the Gulf circles. Saudi Arabia has deep-rooted civil as well as 
strategic relations with Pakistan, and helped Pakistan many a time when the latter’s economy was in 


trouble. Besides, Pakistan’s nuclear programme was reported to have allegedly been financially 
supported by Saudi Arabia. 





. Pakistan’s Prime Minster, Imran Khan, recently travelled to Saudi Arabia and Iran to initiate 
mediation between the two countries. It is reported that the US president, Donald Trump, On te 
or of the 74th UN General Assembly Session, had asked Imran Khan to play a role in defusing 
a and Tehran. Unlike Saudi Arabia and Iran, Pakistan, being a new Sunni 
since its eee | ct scape constitution, maintains a non-sectarian Islamic ea 
Iran and Saudi Arabia have tri pelea alt Pakistan being the only Muslim nuclear powe" oi 
Arabia havets ve tried 19 maintain good relations with the country. Both Iran and Saudi 

ons to accept Pakistan as a neutral mediator and trust on its good offices t0 rea 
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tension in the region. Pakistan, to 


i O, needs 
saudi Arabia and Iran are importa 


an immediate 
nt Source 


rescuing hand for its ailing economy, Both 
of energy, iny 


S p 


Pakistan, under Imran K 


he negotiating table espec has been working hard to bring these two countries 
i st h 
hive risk of disruption in gio en t 


bal oil sy ly. W ension in the Gulf region is high and there is a 

PPly. We sh a ; ae _ 

Saudi dispute. To what extent the US will influ ould keep in mind the US dimension in the Iran 
saudi Arabia and also Pakista 


ence and use its leverage on the decision-making of 
n S$ concerns to 
achieve peace between the two 


take the Saudis away from US security umbrella to 
rivals is not yet clear. 
On the other hand, Pakistan is 


being expected t 
ambitions around the Saudi neighbourhood, o 


han’s leadership, 
lally at a time w 


simmering with anti-regime 
helped Iran to defuse anti-regime senti 
Muslim Brotherhood related groups, 
= With his mediation efforts 


o help in resolving 
d both in letter and 
also help reducing 


_ the political and military crisis in Lebanon by implementing the 1989 Taif accor 


Spirit, where Iran’s veritable arm Hezbollah plays an important role. It will 
sectarian tension in Bahrain. 


The Saudi-Iranian reconciliation may help restore peace and reconstruction in the war- avag 
and bring Saudi Arabia back to the Syrian game, albeit with Iranian support: The reconciliation 
also help both countries to rethink about the role of international players, the US, UK and 
tance from Saudi side and Russia and China from the Iranian side. 


ies’ ideological rivalry defined 
Saudi-Irani iliation has been a hostage of both countries ideo sa 
e a a Aa and the Wahabism of Saudi B a e ed baara fae 
sm in defining the Israeli behaviour became possible only 4 ia dp 
n. With the pros ective normalization, the Iranians would a a AE 
ie ito ener Viable aay awa sepa ‘ale as the king of Saudi Arabia, and 
Support fi Iran for iia bin Salman and his future ro 


Syria 
may 


ravaged 


by th 
Zioni 
regio 
Or I 
get 
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rcled by the Shia crescent, with withdrawal j 
r 


nces from Iran on Saudi fears of being enci 
Syria and Iraq. 


get assura 
ias from Lebanon, Yemen, 


limiting of Iran-backed milit 


GROWING PAKISTAN-RUSSIA PARTNERSHIP 


the latter’s independence have been influenced by 


Russia’s relations with Pakistan since 
led war in Afghanistan. 


Moscow-New Delhi ties and then by the Soviet- 
Pakistan played an important role in supporting the Afghan jihadist groups in the fight against 


Moscow. After the collapse of the Soviet Union in 1990, Moscow-Islamabad relations remained 
stable and mutually cautious until 2010. But from then on, relations began to change, leading to the 
lifting of a Russian arms embargo on Pakistan in 2014, and their first joint military exercise was held 


in 2016. 


Russia’s Importance to Pakistan 

The Pakistanis have long since been diversifying their foreign policy. They seem to have 
reduced the full focus of foreign policy on the United States and China and have begun their plans to 
connect with other countries. In addition, the Pakistanis are interested in exploiting Russia’s 
capabilities in theif strategic and extensive cooperation with China. 


On the other hand, in recent years, the United States has preferred India to Pakistan. This along 


with tensions between Islamabad and Washington has led to widespread dissatisfaction in Pakistan. 


- Therefore, Pakistan is trying to use Russia to balance its foreign policies regarding India and 
the United States. Pakistan is also trying to use its relations with Russia to gain advantages over the 
United States by considering the regional and international confrontations and rivalries. 


Economic Potential 
The volume of Russian-Pakistani trade has not grown significantly; in 2018 it was US$800 
million. However, the two countries have plans to expand economic ties. 

Pakistan has seriously taken into consideration Russia’s economic potential through port 
development and pipeline investment and energy transfer. Moscow also looks seriously at 
participating in gas pipelines and other projects related to energy and power plant construction and 
electricity consumption. 

. According to Islamabad, the China-Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC) could be linked 
with the Eurasian Economic Union. It will also increase the capacity of the Port of Gwadar to 
access the warm waters of the Indian Ocean and the Arabian Sea, expanding relations between 
Russia and Pakistan. 

Mo far, the two countries have been simplifying procedures and encouraging trade by 
a i kc dele lan commission on trade and economic cooperation. But unlike the 
rade relation i i : j; i 
ain nis Russia and India, which amount to $10 billion a year, the volume of trade 1$ 

i. with its real potential. In fact, the current volume of trade between the two countries 
compared with the overall volume of Russia’s foreign trade is very small. | 
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Dealing with Terrorism 
The Russians are worried abo 
. ry . E ut th i 
Central Asia. A significant number of i of extremist Salafist and ISIS-affiliated groups in 
r 


Given the fragile security and political stabili ses moved to Syria from Russia’s Muslim republics. 
economic problems, some of them i 


Afghanistan. Thus, cooperation 
interests of both sides. 


ghanistan i -Pakistani interaction is more and more 


Pakistan is trying to take d the actions of extremist Salafist groups and ISIS. 


advantage ; 
Afghanistan by al-Qaeda ISIS, the ii e orman, Spout the serious threat pasea i 
other 


nother dimension, Pak with the Taliban and establish unofficial 
>» t aKIstan as the North Atlantic Treaty Organization’s 
O forces in ts has played an important role in meetin 
eas the past. Therefore, the nature of Moscow’s cooperati i : 
ements can be considered. a 


most important strategic part 
the logistical needs of NAT 
Pakistan regarding NATO’ 


_ The Soviet Union and then th i 
e Russian Federation lon intai i 
Pe: i ; Paes 8 maintained a strict-poli i 
ail react es Pakistani military then became dependent on Western i fi ie 
pons, n , Pakistan and Russia finally reached an agreement on cooperation in thi field 
of defence and the purchase of military equipment. aoe 
The continued cooperation between the US and India in a series of important agreements in the 


field of defence have resulted in Moscow and Islamabad going forward with more defence 
cooperation and weapons trade. Islamabad also wants to develop its defence and Strategic military 
ties with Russia, in addition to buying arms. 


Future of Relations 


Since 2014, the Russians have taken a stronger approach to international interactions and 
diversification of relations with different countries, including Pakistan. 

In addition, the Russians are pursuing the development of relations with Pakistan to limit the 
US influence in Asia. But it should be noted that one of the most important goals of Russia’s foreign 
policy is to expand its international influence and improve its economic growth. It is also very 
important for President Vladimir Putin to develop and stabilize his country’s economy. 

` What is clear is that Moscow-Islamabad relations will move toward greater convergence in the 

future in the form of bilateral and multilateral cooperation, such as the Shanghai Cooperation 
Organization. | , h 

However, the cooperation and relations betwen Rui Pal geii ota 
conditions and basis for a strategic, lasting and EE ee cinnkt T kariei ce stare, 
politics and strategy, because, for Russia, India is still an impo on cdi hindi 
Moscow is trying to deal carefully with Islamabad, so as not to s i l : 

‘,-China-Pakistan axis. Therefore, Moscow 

India will not tolerate any form of alt abad will force India to move closer to the 

Concerned that expansion of its relations with Islam | 
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THE CASE OF UN INVOLVEMENT 
IN JAMMU AND KASHMIR 


À of the First Indo-Pakistani War over Jammy a 
The year 2020 marks the 72nd anniversary a teas (Oh Gea oe 


= (simplified as Kashmir from hereon in) and Uni y Cou 
ae resolution stipulated that both India and Pakistan should withdraw their military 


forces and arrange for a plebiscite to be held in order to provide the people secre (he choke of 
which state to join (S/RES/47) Ostensibly this resolution was an effort by the Security | Ouncil to 
put the right to self-determination into practice. Yet I argue that a closer inspection reveals that the 
Security Council, by limiting the choice for the people of Kashmir to accession into either India Or 
Pakistan, and its lackadaisical efforts to implement the plebiscite the resolution called for, was in fact 
privileging another norm: the existing sovereign state’s rights. The basis for this decision is at the 
heart of the UN Charter itself. Although the UN Charter famously calls for the ‘equal rights and self- 
determination of peoples’ in Article 1, Article 2 also clearly states ‘nothing contained in the present 
[UN] Charter shall authorise the UN to intervene in matters that are essentially within the jurisdiction 
of any state’ (1945, 3). As the peoples seeking self-determination are inherently within a state, the 
norm of self-determination typically finds itself in conflict with the norm of state territorial integrity, 
The situation becomes further confused when the people in question occupy a territory that is 
contested between two sovereign states, as is the case in Kashmir. 

The Kashmir situation is far from unique. Though few other self-determination movements 
exist within territory actively disputed between two states, the UN has been consistently reluctant to 
recognise any self-determination movements seeking to break from already recognised states. This 
remains the case whether the movements have already established a de facto state, such as 
Somaliland and Transnistria, or are aspirant independence movements, such as those undertaken by 
the Tibetans, Kurds or West Papuans. This chapter is dedicated to illuminating the tension that exists 
between the principle of self-determination and the rights of state sovereignty that is inherent within 
the UN. In using the case of Jammu and Kashmir, one of the earliest incidences where this normative 
clash occurred, this chapter demonstrates that while the UN formerly advocates for self- 
determination, it in practice upholds the principle of territorial sovereignty. However, before we can 
explore the history and ramifications of the UN Security Council’s acti i apii 

lons concerning Kashmir, we 
must first define these terms, explore why they are often in conflict witl ; 
has sought to employ them, with each other and how the UN 


Self-Determination, Sovereign Territorial Integrity and the UN 


One signi 
is between the A a i ie pais ae exists within the theory and practice of international law 
concerns the state’s territorial i-determination and the norm of state sovereignty, especially when it 
political principle that eles eh Broadly defined, self-determination is the philosophical and 
cultural destiny. In cont ple should have the right to shape their own political, economic and/or 

rast, the norm of sovereignty refers to the claim of a stata, recognised by 
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other states, to be the ¢ 


ae Olitical hor; 

ation ts often the f is duthorit 
determina ‘Oundation for a , : le seek to 
separate from an established state, ithe it becomes an issue when an aspirant peop 
secessionism) or to join anoth attemp 


er state (irr i ting to establish their own separate aa 
state sovereignty has two Primary componente) (Taras and Ganguly 2006, 41-44). The norm o 
The first is the Princip] 


co i 
conduct their internal affairs ae ie interference, or the expectation that states should be free to 
territorial integrity, or that a state’s bee any outside interference. The second is the principle of 
the consent of all relevant Parties, In ae S are sacrosanct and thereby should not be altered without 
recognise the right of people to a er Words, the territorial integrity aspect of the norm does not 
requirement ensures that internation bees in a unilateral secession, whilst the non-interference 
1998, 103-105). Hence, the principle of a denn legitimately compel the state to do so (Makinda 
norm of state sovereignty, ©'-determination frequently finds itself in conflict with the 
Interestingly, 

many issues, it has been Surprisingly unit 
` ot ` . ; ed an ent i . ° _ 
oe Bet Integrity of a SOvereign stat ae be See eos 

unequivocal i e Seis ito 
support movement for decolonisation, This ly embracing the principle of self-determination was its 
first of these was Resoluti 
Colonial 


xclusive y within a specific territory. Whilst self- 


, the free associatio 
into any other political status freely 
right of self-determination’ (ibid.). 


However, once the process of decolonisation is c 
determination within the UN organs shifts from the people 
on Principles of International Law proclaimed: 


omplete, the focus of the right to self- 
to the state itself. Indeed, the Declaration 


In other words, the General Assembly was asserting that once the 
complete, the state’s sovereign rights to territorial integrity and political autonomy take precedence. 
The basis of this post-colonial pivot towards the norm of state sovereignty is based upon the principle 
of uti possidetis. In essence, the principle of uti possidetis stipulates that when a former colony 
secedes from an empire, the new state’s borders should match its former administrative Fea aa 
(Taras and Ganguly 2006, 45). Any alteration of these borders only rs ap aa _ 2 rs mes 
agreement involving the new state or with the state’s own consent. Thus, any al et : ie 
Secessionist or irredentist movements to break away from an existing state are not recog y 


organs, with such actions only becoming legitimate if the existing state accepts the split 
(Chandhoke 2008, 2-4), 


process of decolonisation is 


diffic 
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and the general reluctance for established states to accept being ee Yet the oe of the 
nation-state has also been partly adopted by design, with several scholars arguing that an unstated 
goal of the UN has been to freeze the political and territorial map after the process of de-colonisation 
(Saini 2001, 60—65; Taras and Ganguly 2006, 45—46). 

By and large, this freezing of territorial boundaries has been a boon for internationa] peace as 
the late twentieth century saw a marked reduction of interstate wars over territory and for ‘National 
reunification’. Indeed, most of the international community could agree that the maintenance ie 
colonies was against the principle of self-determination and that as colonies are by definition not 
of a state’s core territory, they were hard to justify by appealing to their sovereignty. However, this 
peace has come at the UN’s sacrifice of a broader application of the principle of self-determinatio, a 
any aspirant non-self-governing peoples in non-colonial states who see little future Within thei 
current borders or otherwise wish to break away. During the UN’s first five years, there Were Vera 
cases of non-self-governing territories that the General Assembly or Security Council could tie 
sought to apply the principle of self-determination to any aspirant peoples rather than defer to 
existing state interests.[1] One of the most prominent of these cases was the India-Pakistan Conflict 
over Kashmir. 


The Origins of the Jammu and Kashmir Dispute 


During British rule, the subcontinent was governed in part through territories that British 
authorities directly administered and in part through a number of semi-autonomous vassals known as 
Princely States. One of the largest of these Princely States was Jammu and Kashmir, situated in the 
northwest corner of British India. The territory came under British suzerainty in 1846 when the 
British East India Company sold the Valley of Kashmir to the Raja of Jammu, Gulab Singh, and 
recognised him as a Maharaja in return for his acceptance of British overlordship (Schofield 2000, 7- 
10). When the British withdrew from the subcontinent in 1947, they partitioned their former eolony 
roughly along sectarian lines to create India and Pakistan in a futile effort to reduce the bloodshed 
between supporters of the bitterly feuding All India National Congress of Mahatma Gandhi and 
Jawaharlal Nehru and the Muslim League of Muhammad Ali Jinnah. As part of this partition, all the 
Princely States would be forced to sign the Instruments of Accession which would incorporate their 
lands into one of the new states. Although the respective ‘princes’ could choose which state their 
realm would be absorbed into, they were encouraged by the British to consider both their 
geographical location and the demographics of their subjects (Behera 2006, 5-14), 


At the time of the British withdrawal, Kashmir was approximately 77% Muslim and bordering 
the western wing of Pakistan. This would have theoretically ensured that Joining Pakistan would have 
been a natural choice. However, there also existed several minorities within Kashmir which favoured 
India, most notably the Buddhist Ladakhis in the north and the Sikhs and Hindu Dogras in the south 
(Behera 2006, 104-105). Additionally, the Muslim population of Kashmir was not homogeneous, 
with many following the mystic Sufi tradition of Islam with significant pockets of Shia and orthodox 
Sunni populations (Snedden 2013, 9-10). A final issue came from the political leanings of the local 
authorities and personalities of Kashmir, Although there were supporters for acceding to either India 
and Pakistan, the key Kashmiri political actors at the time were the Hindu Maharajah, Hari Singh, 
and the leader of the All Jammu and Kashmir National Conference, Sheikh Abdullah. ) 


l Singh had ruled Kashmir with increasing despotism since he ascended to the throne in 1925, 
iiy <r radar to his ministers er local council when passing laws, imposing discriminatory 
ften WA he - result, Singh was a highly unpopular ruler and often had to use his military, 
ee eee be ss of British forces, to crush local unrest (Schofield 2000, 17-18). 
inedomica a: e ; i larajah, Singh was empowered to make the decision whether to accede his 
che aes Istan. However, Singh personally disliked both Jinnah and Nehru and clearly 
either Indie or Pie is control over Kashmir. Thus, Singh deliberately equivocated in declaring for 

or Fakistan, seemingly believing that by delaying the decision he could achieve de facto 
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concerned with ending the M 


Nehru, his clearly preferred 
political unit like Switzerland ; 


. , er 1947, 
subcontinent, both India and Pakistan 


decision. It was Pee increasingly c ).] 
it out of economic and strategically ; ; iari 189). in 
l efo to secure Kashmir for pang Portant territory, that moved first (Hajari 2015, 180- 

orchestrated an invasion of pro-Paki 
western frontier. The Maharaja’s force 
pro-Pakistan rebellion in the Poonch 
and were swiftly routed. India refuse 
favour of India. Thus Singh, recognising 
gain Indian help in repulsing the invasio 
October 1947 (Schofield 2000, 41-54). 


d to 


to withdraw (Subbiah 2004, 176-177 
Security Council (S/628), arguing that: 

Pakistan responded with their own letter to the UN Security Council on 15 January 1948 
(S/646), rejecting India’s claims, outlining its own position concerning Kashmir and airing several 
other grievances regarding India’s conduct. 


Much to India’s indignation, the UN Security Council did not order Pakistan to withdraw but 
instead passed Resolution 39 on 20 January 1948 establishing the UN Commission for India and 
Pakistan (UNCIP). The UNCIP was empowered to investigate the facts on the ground and act as a 
mediator between India and Pakistan and to resolve the dispute (S/RES/39), Notwithstanding the 
Security Council’s efforts, combat Operations began to resume in February, with both sides 
clashing as soon as the territory began to thaw. After a few months of deliberation, the UN 
Security Council passed the more detailed Resolution 47 on 21 April 1948 in an effort to provide 
the basic guidelines for resolving the conflict. In essence, Resolution 47 called upon Pakistan to 
secure the withdrawal of its proxies, followed by a withdrawal of Indian troops. The UN would 
then establish a temporary Plebiscite Administration in Kashmir, with the mandate to conduct a 
fair and impartial plebiscite ‘on the question of the accession of the State to India or Pakistan’ 
(S/RES/47). To oversee the implementation of this Resolution, the UNCIP was expanded and 
immediately dispatched to the subcontinent. 


UN Involvement in the Jammu and Kashmir Dispute 


The clear intention of Resolution 47 was to put into practice the principle of self- 
determination. However, in practice the question of self-determination was quickly superseded by 
concerns about international peace. Indeed, by the time the UNCIP arrived in July, on the 20 April 


). Thus, on 1 Janu 
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1948 Jinnah which authorised the Pakistan Army to occupy the rap? av by their tribal proxies 
and pro-Pakistani rebels, had begun to be pushed back by an ante! T Although this order 
was given prior to Resolution 47, Pakistan disrogarded tho UN ef guon s call for a ceasefire an d 
withdrawal, with Pakistani Army units arriving in force in May. eae the UNCIP considered its 
duty first and foremost to be brokering a truce between India and | akistan rather than any efforts to 
determine the Kashmiris’ desires or even lay the groundwork for a plebiscite, To that end, the 
Commission passed a resolution on 13 August 1948 proposing that both sides issue a ceasefire and 
accept a truce overseen by the UN (S/1100, 28-30). However, this plan was largely unimaginative, 
with the UNCIP simply proposing that the ceasefire be monitored by UN observers before reiterating 
the model for resolving the dispute outlined in Resolution 47. 

Although both India and Pakistan eventually agreed to a ceasefire and a Line of Control, which 
came into effect on 1 January 1949, the UNCIP was unable to broker any agrecment ag to how to 
demilitarise Kashmir or how the plebiscite should be conducted (Snedden 2005, 72-74), Pakistan 
remained unwilling to withdraw its forces, belicving that India had attempted to scize Kashmir using 
‘fraud and violence’ and would not uphold its obligations (Subbiah 2004, 178-179). Pakistan 
therefore insisted upon more details as to how the plebiscite would be held and for any Pakistani 
withdrawal to be synchronised with India’s military (see Annex 1 in S/1196, 12—14). India for its part 
took the position that the Instrument of Accession made Kashmir legitimately part of India and that 
Pakistan had launched an unprovoked war of aggression to annex the territory. Hence, India 
considered that it was the UNCIP’s role to force Pakistan to withdraw, refusing to move before 
Pakistan and remaining lukewarm on the necessity of holding a plebiscite (Hajari 2015, 246), 


Although the UNCIP’s focus had quickly turned to ending the war between India and Pakistan, 
it did at least attempt to uphold the principle of self-determination by continuing to insist on holding 
a plebiscite. However, the history of multiple UN efforts to implement the plebiscite in Kashmir 
illustrates how it was already beginning to defer to the norm of state sovereignty whenever it clashed 
with the principle of self-determination. This policy approach manifested in two significant ways, 
Firstly, the UNCIP and its successors largely neglected to consult or otherwise engage with the 
various political actors within Kashmir itself. It is recorded that some UNCIP members did stay in 
Srinagar from 1 to 9 September 1948, during which time they met with Sheik Abdullah at least once 
(S/1100, 75). However, there is no mention or elaboration of what was discussed or observed. The 
Commission also reported receiving several letters and having an ‘informal’ mecting with the pro- 
Pakistan ‘Azad Kashmir Government’ (S/1100, 15 and 41). 


Regardless, it is evident that the Commission paid little heed to these Kashmiri authorities, 
disregarding their calls to place greater emphasis on the plebiscite and recognising them only as 
‘local authorities’ (Snedden 2013, 88-89). Although the UNCIP formally recognised Sheik Abdullah 
as the ‘Prime Minister of the State of Jammu and Kashmir’, it mostly avoided engaging with him and 
his administration throughout their time on the subcontinent. The UNCIP also went to great lengths 
to avoid indirectly bestowing any legitimacy upon the Azad Kashmir officials, explicitly resolving to 
‘avoid an action which might be interpreted as signifying de facto or de jure recognition of the “Azad 
Kashmir Government” (S/1100, 25). There is no evidence that the UNCIP attempted to meet, 
hata pa or correspond with Maharaja Hari Singh. These decisions by the UNCIP to disregard these 

local authorities’ clearly stemmed from its belief that its mandate was to mediate between the 
governments in New Delhi and Karachi rather than identifying the preferences of Kashmiris. Hence, 
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in choosing to recognise India and Pakistan as the only parties to the dispute, UNCIP was deferring 
to the norm of state sovereignty rather than engage in a genuine effort to advance the principle of 
gelf-determination. 

Secondly, the UNCIP and the Security Council clearly considered the Kashmir conflict to be 
simply a terr itorial dispute between India and Pakistan. Hence, at no point does the Security Council 
or its agents appear to have countenanced any option of independence for Kashmir. Indeed, there is 
no mention in any of the UNCIP’s three reports (S/1100, S/1196 and S/1430) of even a discussion 
over whether the proposed plebiscite should include an option other than a straightforward vote as to 
which state to join. Yet this is in stark contrast to the wishes of the dominant political force in 
Kashmir during this period, Sheik Abdullah. Although Abdullah clearly favoured India over 
Pakistan, he seemingly preferred to achieve Kashmiri independence or, failing that, ensure that 
Kashmir effectively remains a semi-autonomous protectorate rather than a regular state of India 
(Lamb 1991, 191-195). Indeed, during this period, Abdullah frequently argued, to any foreign 
dignitary that would listen, the necessity of including the option for independence on any plebiscite 
so that the people of Kashmir could determine where their ‘true well-being lies’ (Lamb 1991, 189 — 


190; Snedden 2005, 83). It is unclear what support the option for independence had amongst the 
majority of Kashmiris. 


Nonetheless, the point still stands that having the option in a plebiscite would have more 
holistically encompassed their right to determine their political destiny that is at the heart of the 
principle of self-determination. In disregarding such sentiments, the UNCIP and the Security Council 
were, intentionally or not, accepting that India and Pakistan were the sole successor states of British 
India and thereby tacitly implementing the principle of uti possidetis even at this early stage. 

In December 1949, the UNCIP submitted its final report to the Security Council in which it 
frankly acknowledged its failure to mediate the dispute between India and Pakistan or convince 
them to demilitarise. Although, the UNCIP maintained that a plebiscite remained the most 
effective means of determining legitimate sovereignty over Kashmir, it did state that the 
framework established in Resolution 47 was already ‘a rather outmoded pattern’ and suggested that 
their successors should consider alternative methods of resolution, including arbitration (S/1430, 
78-79). Hence, the Security Council decided to appoint what turned out to be a series of individual 


representatives empowered with greater flexibility to mediate between India and Pakistan and try 
to pave the way for the plebiscite. 


Arguably the most notable of these was the Australian judge and diplomat, Sir Owen Dixon. 
Although Dixon, like all the Security Council’s delegations, dealt primarily with the governments of 
India and Pakistan, he was unique in that he based himself in Srinagar for a full month between June 
and July 1950. Interestingly, Dixon notes that he had ‘more than one interview with Sheik Abdullah’ 
but, like the UNCIP, he did not elaborate as to what was discussed during them (S/1791, 3). During 
his stay in Kashmir, Dixon travelled extensively throughout the disputed territory and therefore 
recognised more clearly than other UN officials that the straightforward plebiscite outlined in 
Resolution 47 was unworkable. Indeed, he noted in his report that ‘the State of Jammu and Kashmir 
is not really a unit geographically, demographically or economically. It is an agglomeration of 
territories brought under the power of one Maharajah’ (S/1791, 28). Indeed, it was evident that the 
Buddhist Ladakhi and the Hindu Dogra minorities feared being oppressed by a Muslim Kashmiri 
majority, whether this was in Pakistan or as part of an independent Kashmir (Behera 2006, 109-114). 
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In response to this issue, and the seeming T of a art to agree on Virtually 

ing, Dixon proposed that the plan for the ple isci e outlined in esolution 47 be modified in 
gi tere olve the Kashmir dispute. Specifically, Dixon argued that the situation within Kashmir 
cued that it be partitioned and suggested two potential models for how to do so. The 
ane breaking the former Princely State into different ethno-nationalist regions which would 
vote as to which country they would prefer. ip second model proposed simply allocating those 
areas that were certain to prefer accession to either India or Pakistan respectively and then holding a 
plebiscite in the uncertain territory of the Valley of Kashmir itself (S/1791, 17-18). Though the 
Indian government initially indicated it was willing to explore a division of Kashmir, Pakistan 
refused to divert from the original plebiscite plan ensuring that Dixon’s suggestions were ultimately 
rejected by both states. The UN Security Council also proved unwilling to force the issue and simply 
continued to exhort the two feuding states to continue negotiations (Snedden 2005, 75). 

After Dixon, the UN Security Council appointed two further representatives to ensure the 
ceasefire held, and tried to induce India and Pakistan to demilitarise Kashmir so the plebiscite could 
be held or to find some other way around the impasse. However, neither seriously engaged the local 
Kashmiri authorities, and instead fruitlessly attempted to coax the increasingly disinterested and 
sceptical India and Pakistan into some form of agreement (Lamb 1991, 175-178). India’s willingness 
to hold the plebiscite quickly waned as it began to realise that it was unlikely to win any popular vote 
regarding Kashmir’s accession. Furthermore, India grew increasingly truculent and obstructionist 
towards any UN proposals, believing that the Security Council generally, and Britain and the US 
especially, were biased towards Pakistan (Ankit 2010; Hingorani 2016, 192-217). Though Pakistan 
was ostensibly more amenable to holding a plebiscite, it remained distrustful of India and refused to 
make any first move. The prospects of holding a successful plebiscite were further spoiled by the 
frequent and ruthless suppression of Kashmiri rights on both sides of the Line of Control soon after 
the 1949 ceasefire. India organised the dismissal and arrest of Sheik Abdullah in 1953 for his pro- 
independence stance, replacing him with a series of pro-Indian puppets who were kept in office via 
allegedly rigged elections (Lamb 1991, 199-204; Snedden 2005, 75). Pakistan similarly began 
administering the areas of Kashmir it controlled autocratically, establishing a puppet government in 
Azad Kashmir and governing the northern areas of Gilgit and Baltistan directly. 

In late-1954, Nehru unilaterally declared that the US’s alliance with Pakistan had ‘changed the 
whole context of the Kashmir issue’ and that the plebiscite was no longer an option that India 
supported (Snedden 2005, 75-76). The UN Security Council eventually responded by passing 
Resolution 122 in January 1957, which expressed the UN’s frustration with the lack of progress and 
restated its position that the future of Kashmir could only be decided by a free and fair plebiscite 
(S/RES/122). However, the UN remained unwilling to force the issue by imposing sanctions or other 
measures that would undermine state sovereignty. Gradually the UN gave up trying to enact the 
principle of self-determination for Kashmir. In 1958, the UN neglected to appoint another 
representative for India and Pakistan, effectively washing its hands of the issue. Indeed, during both 
the 1965 and 1971 India-Pakistan wars, the Security Council only passed resolutions demanding a 
ceasefire between the two sides, making no reference to the people of Kashmir or the right to self- 
determination (see S/RES/211 and S/RES/307). 
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The UN, Self-Determination and Jammu and Kashmir Today 

As the case of Kashmir demonstrates, the UN’s deference to state sovereignty over the 
principle of self-determination was demonstrated early in its history. Whilst there was the possibility 
for the UN to have strengthened the principle of self-determination during its earlier years, that 
moment has well and truly passed. By the 1970s, the debates within the UN General Assembly and 
Security Council established the principle that only colonised peoples had an explicit right to self- 
determination. This position has led supporters of In 


ee’ l dia’s position, especially to point out that 
Kashmir 13 not a colony and therefore the arguments for Kashmiri self-determination do not apply 
(Hingorani 2016, 166-171; Saini 2001, 72-73). Although the UN Security Council has largely 


accepted this logic and disengaged from the Kashmir conflict, it does continue to maintain a formal 


interest in the form of the UN Military Observer Group in India and Pakistan, which continues to 
monitor activities on both sides of the Line of Control. 


In recent years, the focus of the UN has again turned to Kashmir, albeit due to the human right 
concerns rather than engaging in any effort to uphold the principle of self-determination. Since 1989, 
a medium-intensity insurgency has raged in Indian Administered Kashmir, triggered in large part by 
desires for greater self-determination and Kashmiri frustration over India’s erosion of local 
autonomy. Although the Kashmir insurgency was originally driven by secessionist sentiments, it was 
quickly hijacked by Islamist insurgents several of whom were supported by Pakistan. India’s 
response has been draconian only serving to alienate much of the Kashmiri population (Mohan et al. 
2019). A new wave of unrest erupted in 2016 after Indian security forces killed Burhan Wani, a 
young and popular local insurgent commander, and the Indian Army and paramilitary police 
responded with crackdowns. This prompted the first significant UN action on Kashmir in decades, 
with the UN Human Rights Commission (UNHRC) publishing a report identifying numerous human 
rights abuses committed by the Indian Army during its efforts to crush the unrest (OHCHR 2018). 
While the UNHRC report also addressed similar issues in Pakistan Administer Kashmir, India 
strongly rejected the findings of the report, declaring it to be fallacious, prejudiced and a violation of 
its ‘sovereignty and territorial integrity’ (MEA 2018). In response, the UNHRC simply stated it was 
‘disappointed’ with India’s reaction to the report, with the General Assembly and Security Council 
taking no action or making any comment (Mohan 2018). 


On 5 August 2019, the last vestiges of Kashmiri self-determination in India were removed 
when the recently re-elected Bharatiya Janata Party government placed Kashmiri political leaders 
under house arrest, revoked the articles in the Indian Constitution which made Kashmir an 
autonomous Indian state and broke Ladakh off to be an independent province. Although Kashmiri 
self-determination has been eroded by Indian centralisation efforts in the past, this move makes 
Kashmir a Union Territory that will be directly administrated from New Delhi, albeit with its own 
legislature to handle local issues (BBC 2019; Rej 2019). Pakistan vehemently condemned India’s 
move, pledging to raise the issue at the UN Security Council and potentially take it to the 
International Court of Justice (Hashim 2019). Pakistan eventually convinced its tacit ally China to 
call for an emergency closed door session of the Security Council on 16 August 2019, marking the 
first time in decades that the UN body had directly considered the Kashmir issue. However, the 
Council ultimately took no action, and instead urged both sides to ‘refrain from taking any unilateral 
action which might further aggravate the...situation’ (UN News 2019). The UN Secretary-General, 
Antonio Guterres, also released a statement appealing for ‘maximum restraint’ and reiterating the 
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UN’s position that ‘the status of Jammu and Kashmir is to be settled by peaceful means, in 
accordance with the UN Charter’ (UN News 2019). 
UN’s conduct towards issues of self-determination 


These exchanges are characteristic of the — 
holding state sovereign rights ensures that it 


more generally; the UN’s inherent preference over upho™ k ¢ i 
remains reluctant to act or even pressure an existing sovereign state over Issues o self-determination, 
Generally speaking, this stance by the UN has helped maintain international peace by establishing the 


state’s post-colonial borders as a clear and workable template for resolving interstate disputes 
However, the UN’s commitment to non-interference and the principle of uti possidetis also Means 
that the UN remains far from being a friend of self-determination as such. Rather, the UN’s position 
often ensures that any aspirant self-determination movement’s demands need to be accepted p 

existing sovereign state(s) before the international community can even formally engage with them, 
Thus, most contemporary self-determination movements frequently develop an antagonistic, if no 
outright combative, relationship with the state(s) they reside in, as the case of Kashmir also 
ultimately demonstrates. Without some dramatic change of heart from India, Pakistan or the UN 
Security Council, the people of Kashmir are unlikely to see an end to the stalemate or any genuine 


chance to choose their destiny anytime soon. 
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COVID-19 EPIDEMIC AND THE WORLD ORDER 


Major Sener nave major consequences, usually unforeseen. The Great Depression spurred 
isolationism, nationalism, fascism, and World War II — but also led to the New Deal, the rise of the 
united States scl global superpower, and eventually decolonization, The 9/11 attacks produced two 
yiled American interventions, the rise of Iran, and new forms of Islamic radicalism. The 2008 
financial crisis generated be surge in anti-establishment 
lobe. Future historians will trace comparably lar 
challenge is figuring them out ahead of time. 


populism that replaced leaders across the 
ge effects to the current coronavirus pandemic; the 


It is already clear why some countries have done better than others in dealing with the crisis so 
far, and there is every reason to think those trends will continue. It is not a matter of regime type. 
Some democracies have performed well, but others have not, and the same is true for autocracies. 
The factors responsible for successful pandemic responses have been state capacity, social trust, and 
leadership. Countries with all three — a competent state apparatus, a government that citizens trust 
and listen to, and effective leaders — have performed impressively, limiting the damage they have 
suffered. Countries with dysfunctional states, polarized societies, or poor leadership have done badly, 
leaving their citizens and economies exposed and vulnerable, 

The more that is learned about COVID-19, the disease caused by the novel coronavirus, the 
more it seems the crisis will be protracted, measured in years rather than quarters. The virus 
appears less deadly than feared, but very contagious and often transmitted asymptomatically. Ebola 
is highly lethal but hard to catch; victims die quickly, before they can pass it on. COVID-19 is the 
opposite, which means that people tend not to take it as seriously as they should, and so it has, and 
will continue to, spread widely across the globe, causing vast numbers of deaths. There will be no 
moment when countries will be able to declare victory over the disease; rather, economies will 
open up slowly and tentatively, with progress slowed by subsequent waves of infections. Hopes for 
a V-shaped recovery appear wildly optimistic. More likely is an L with a long tail curving upward 
or a series of Ws. The world economy will not go back to anything like its pre-COVID state 
anytime soon. 


Stay Informed Sign Up 


Economically, a protracted crisis will mean more business failures and devastation for 
industries such as shopping malls, retail chains, and travel. Levels of market concentration in the US 
economy had been rising steadily for decades, and the pandemic will push the trend still further. 
Only large companies with deep pockets will be able to ride out the storm, with the technology giants 
gaining most of all, as digital interactions become ever more important. 

The political consequences could be even more significant. Populations can be summoned to 
heroic acts of collective self-sacrifice for a while, but not forever. A lingering epidemic combined 
with deep job losses, a prolonged recession, and an unprecedented debt burden will inevitably create 
tensions that turn into a political backlash — but against whom is as yet unclear. 
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The United States has bungled its response badly and seen its prestige slip enormously, The 
global distribution of power will continue to shift eastward, since East pee ear better at 
managing the situation than Europe or the United States. Even though the pan Pies Originated in 
China and Beijing initially covered it up and allowed it to spread, China will benefit from the Crisis, 
at least in relative terms. As it happened, other governments at first performed poorly and tried to 
cover it up, too, more visibly and with even deadlier consequences for their citizens. And at least 
Beijing has been able to regain control of the situation and is moving on to the next challenge, getting 


its economy back up to speed quickly and sustai”bly. l 

The United States, in contrast, has bungled its response badly and seen its prestige slip 
enormously. The country has vast potential state capacity and had built an impressive track record 
over previous epidemiological crises, but its current highly polarized society and incompetent leader 
blocked the state from functioning effectively. The president stoked division rather than promoting 
unity, politicized the distribution of aid, pushed responsibility onto governors for making key 
decisions while encouraging protests against them for protecting public health, and attacked 
international institutions rather than galvanizing them. The world can watch TV, too, and has stood 


by in amazement, with China quick to make the comparison clear. 

Over the years to come, the pandemic could lead to the United States’ relative decline, the 
continued erosion of the liberal international order, and a resurgence of fascism around the globe. 
It could also lead to a rebirth of liberal democracy, a system that has confounded skeptics many 
times, showing remarkable powers of resilience and renewal. Elements of both visions will 
emerge, in different places. Unfortunately, unless current trends change dramatically, the general 


forecast is gloomy. 
Rising Fascism? 

Pessimistic outcomes are easy to imagine. Nationalism, isolationism, xenophobia, and attacks 
on the liberal world order have been increasing for years, and that trend will only be accelerated by 
the pandemic. Governments in Hungary and the Philippines have used the crisis to give themselves 
emergency powers, moving them still further away from democracy. Many other countries, including 
China, El Salvador, and Uganda, have taken similar measures. Barriers to the movement of people 
have appeared everywhere, including within the heart of Europe; rather than cooperate constructively 
for their common benefit, countries have turned inward, bickered with one another, and made their 
rivals political scapegoats for their own failures. 


The rise of nationalism will increase the possibility of international conflict. Leaders may see 
fights with foreigners as useful domestic political distractions, or they may be tempted by the 
weakness or preoccupation of their opponents and take advantage of the pandemic to destabilize 
favourite targets or create new facts on the ground. Still, given the continued stabilizing force of 


nuclear weapons and the common challenges facing all major players, international turbulence is less 
likely than domestic turbulence. 


Poor countries with crowded cities and weak public health systems will be hit hard. Not just 
social distancing but even simple hygiene such as hand washing is extremely difficult in countries 
where many citizens have no regular access to clean water. And governments have often made 
matters worse rather than better — whether by design, by inciting communal tensions and 
undermining social cohesion, or by simple incompetence. India, for example, increased its 


ne ee 
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vulnerability by declaring a sudden nationwide shutdown without thinking through the consequences 
for the tens of millions of migrant labourers who crowd into every large city. Many went to their 
rural homes, spreading the disease throughout the country; once the government reversed its position 


and began to restrict movement, a large number found themselves trapped in cities without work, 
shelter, or care. 


Displacement caused by climate change was already a slow-moving crisis brewing in the 
global South. The pandemic will compound its effects, bringing large populations in developing 
countries ever closer to the edge of subsistence. And the crisis has crushed the hopes of hundreds of 
millions of people in poor countries who have been the beneficiaries of two decades of sustained 
economic growth. Popular outrage will grow, and dashing citizens’ rising expectations is ultimately a 
classic recipe for revolution. The desperate will seek to migrate, demagogic leaders will exploit the 
situation to seize power, corrupt politicians will take the opportunity to steal what they can, and 
many governments will clamp down or collapse. A new wave of attempted migration from the global 
South to the North, meanwhile, would be met with even less sympathy and more resistance this time 
around, since migrants could be accused more credibly now of bringing disease and chaos. 


Finally, the appearances of so-called black swans are by definition unpredictable but 
increasingly likely the further out one looks. Past pandemics have fostered apocalyptic visions, cults, 
and new religions growing up around the extreme anxieties caused by prolonged hardship. Fascism, 
in fact, could be seen as one such cult, emerging from the violence and dislocation engendered by 
World War I and its aftermath. Conspiracy theories used to flourish in places such as the Middle 
East, where ordinary people were disempowered and felt they lacked agency. Today, they have 
spread widely throughout rich countries, as well, thanks in part to a fractured media environment 


caused by the Internet and social media, and sustained suffering is likely to provide rich material for 
populist demagogues to exploit. 


Resilient Democracy 


Nevertheless, just as the Great Depression not only produced fascism but also reinvigorated 
liberal democracy, so the pandemic may produce some positive political outcomes, too. It has often 
taken just such a huge external shock to break sclerotic political systems out of their stasis and create 


the conditions for long-overdue structural reform, and that pattern is likely to play out again, at least 
in some places. 


The practical realities of handling the pandemic favour professionalism and expertise; 
demagoguery and incompetence are readily exposed. This should ultimately create a beneficial 
selection effect, rewarding politicians and governments that do well and penalizing those that do 
poorly. Brazil’s Jair Bolsonaro, who has steadily hollowed out his country’s democratic institutions 
in recent years, tried to bluff his way through the crisis and is now floundering and presiding over a 
health disaster. Russia’s Vladimir Putin tried to play down the importance of the pandemic at first, 
then claimed that Russia had it under control, and will have to change his tune yet again as COVID- 


19 spreads throughout the country. Putin’s legitimacy was already weakening before the crisis, and 
that process may have accelerated, 


. The pandemic has shone a bright light on existing institutions everywhere, revealing their 
oe and weaknesses. The gap between the rich and the poor, both people and countries, has 
cen deepened by the crisis and will increase further during a prolonged economic stagnation. But 
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crisis has also revealed government's ability to provide solutions, 
process. A lingering sense of “alone together” could boost 


along with the problems, the 
social protections down the road, just 


drawing on collective resources in the 


social solidarity and drive the development of more generous 7 | 
as the common national sufferings of World War I and the Depression stimulated the growth of 


welfare states in the 1920s and 1930s. 
This might put to rest the extreme forms of neoliberalism, the free-market ideology pioncered 
ricdman, and George Stigler, 


by University of Chicago economists such as Gary Becker, Milton F Nrg 
During the 1980s, the Chicago school provided intellectual justification for the policies of Ug 


President Ronald Reagan and British Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher, who considered large, 


intrusive government to be an obstacle to economic growth and human progress. At the time, there 
ny forms of government ownership and regulation. But the 


were good reasons to cut back ma 
dding hostility to state action in a gencration of 


arguments hardened into a libertarian religion, embe 
conservative intellectuals, particularly in the United States. 

Given the importance of strong state action to slow the pandemic, it will be hard to argue, as 
Reagan did in his first inaugural address, that “government is not the solution to our problem; 
government is the problem.” Nor will anybody be able to make a plausible case that the private 
sector and philanthropy can substitute for a competent state during a national emergency. In April, 
Jack Dorsey, the CEO of Twitter, announced that he would contribute $1 billion to COVID-19 relief, 
an extraordinary act of charity. That same month, the US Congress appropriated $2.3 trillion to 
sustain businesses and individuals hurt by the pandemic. Anti-statism may linger among the 
lockdown protesters, but polls suggest that a large majority of Americans trust the advice of 
government medical experts in dealing with the crisis. This could increase support for government 
interventions to address other major social problems. 

And the crisis may ultimately spur renewed international cooperation. While national leaders 
play the blame game, scientists and public health officials around the world are deepening their 
networks and connections. If the breakdown of international cooperation leads to disaster and is 
judged a failure, the era after that could see a renewed commitment to working multilaterally to 


advance common interests. 
Don’t Get Your Hopes Up 

The pandemic has been a global political stress test. Countries with capable, legitimate 
governments will come through relatively well and may embrace reforms that make them even 
stronger and more resilient, thus facilitating their future outperformance. Countries with weak state 
capacity or poor leadership will be in trouble, set for stagnation, if not impoverishment and 
instability. The problem is that the second group greatly outnumbers the first. 

Unfortunately, the stress test has been so hard that very few are likely to pass. To handle the 
initial stages of the crisis successfully, countries needed not only capable states and adequate 
resources but also a great deal of social consensus and competent leaders who inspired trust. This 
need was met by South Korea, which delegated management of the epidemic to a professional health 
bureaucracy, and by Angela Merkel’s Germany. Far more common have been governments that have 
fallen short in one way or another. And since the rest of the crisis will also be hard to manage, these 


national trends are likely to continue, making broader optimism difficult. 
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Another reason for pessimism is that the positive scenarios assume some sort of rational public 
discourse and social learning. Yet the link between technocratic expertise and public policy 1s weaker 
today than in the past, when elites held more power. The democratization of authority spurred by ie 
digital revolution has flattened cognitive hierarchies along with other hierarchies, and political 
decision making is now driven by often weaponized babble. That is hardly an ‘deal environment for 


constructive, collective self-examination, and some polities may remain irrational longer than they 
can remain solvent. 


The biggest variable is the United States. It was the country’s singular misfortune to have 
the most incompetent and divisive leader in its modern history at the helm when the crisis hit, 
and his mode of governance did not change under pressure. Having spent his term at war with 
the state he heads, he was unable to deploy it effectively when the situation demanded. Having 
judged that his political fortunes were best served by confrontation and rancour rather than 
national unity, he has used the crisis to pick fights and increase social cleavages. American 


underperformance during the pandemic has several causes, but the most significant has been a 
national leader who has failed to lead. 


The link between technocratic expertise and public policy is weaker today than in the past, 
when elites held more power. 


Whatever the election result, however, the United States’ deep polarization is likely to 
remain. Holding an election during a pandemic will be tough, and there will be incentives for the 
disgruntled losers to challenge its legitimacy. Even should the Democrats take the White House 
and both houses of Congress, they would inherit a country on its knees. Demands for action will 
meet mountains of debt and diehard resistance from a rump opposition. National and international 


institutions will be weak and reeling after years of abuse, and it will take years to rebuild them — 
if it is still possible at all. 


With the most urgent and tragic phase of the crisis past, the world is moving into a long, 
depressing slog. It will come out of it eventually, some parts faster than others. Violent global 
convulsions are unlikely, and democracy, capitalism, and the United States have all proved capable 
of transformation and adaptation before. But they will need to pull a rabbit out of the hat once again. 


LADDAKH CRISIS 


Relations between India and China have been worsening over the past few months, and the two 
world powers are facing off against each other along their disputed border in the Himalayan region. 


What's the Source of Tension? 


The root cause lies in an ill-defined, 3,440 km (2,100-mile)-long border that both countries 
dispute. Rivers, lakes and snowcaps along the frontier mean the line can shift, bringing soldiers face 
to face at many points, sometimes leading to confrontation. 


The two nations are also competing to build infrastructure along the border, which is also 
known as the Line of Actual Control. India's construction of a new road to a high-altitude air base is 


seen as one of the main triggers for a clash with Chinese troops in June that left at least 20 Indian 
soldiers dead. 
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Indian troops there in the First Place? 
tng? 5 have patrolled this region for decades, p i ie 2,200-mil, 
pab ne subj t of competing claims and tensions, IST DEE war in 196 
border is a long-5 ee Control is not demarcated, and China ane India have differing ideas 
The border, or Line of oe raii i regular border “transgressions. Often these don’t escalate 
e A eaa standoff like the current one is less frequent, though this is the fourth 
tensions; a seri 


since 2013. | 
The Ladakh region is especially co 


Why are Chinese and 


mplex, with particularly unusual features. First, there jg 
Aksai Chin, a territory that India has long claimed but China occupies. A eae a road 
through the area in 1956 — linking Tibet to Xinjiang — and has aa oat a e is also 
territory that Pakistan ceded to China in 1963. Surveying an pois M gion S terrain 
historically proved immensely challenging. A forthcoming history of the Ladaxh region points out 
how colonial-era efforts to survey this area using natural features such as watersheds as focal points 
did not always align with cartographic needs for precision, and, importantly, ideas of where a 


country’s territory begins and ends. 


Why have Tensions Escalated Now? 

There’s no clear reason why tensions have escalated now to their worst in decades — with the 
first fatalities in 45 years. And New Delhi and Beijing hold very different views of what happened 
the night of June 15. India pointed to “premeditated” Chinese action that “reflected an intent to 
change the facts on the ground in violation of all our agreements to not change the status quo.” China 
said that “Indian frontline border forces openly broke the consensus reached.” 

Explanations circulating in the Indian and international media cover a broad range: China was 
unhappy with India’s actions in August 2019 to end Jammu and Kashmir’s traditional autonomy, one 
result of which was the creation of the Union Territory of Ladakh; China saw India’s recent road 
construction work in the area as a change to the status quo and a challenge to its strategic position; 
China dislikes India drawing closer to the United States and its allies in Asia; China seeks to distract 
attention from its part in the global pandemic; and the frank appraisal that India’s growing military 
imbalance with China, and China’s “political will” to deploy its might under President Xi Jinping, is 


the real difference. 


How bad is the Situation? . 

This year has been particularly violent. The June clash in the Galwan Valley — fought with 
sticks and clubs, not guns — was the first fatal confrontation between the two sides since 1975, and 
relations have continued to deteriorate. 

India acknowledged its deaths. China did not comment on reports it also suffered fatalities. 

In August, India accused China of provoking military tensions at the border twice within a 
week. Both charges were denied by China, which said the stand-off was "entirely" India's fault 

In early September, China accused India of firin shots at i i | 

> t . 
eroi g at its troops. India accused China of 


as The allegations, if true, would be the first time in 45 years that shots were fired at the border. A 
agreement prohibited the use of guns and explosives near the b i i 
djs order — 
spiralling out of control. ai 
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what's the Bigger Picture? 


The two countries have fought only one war. in 1962, when India suffered a humiliating 
defeat. Both sides see their contested border iene i he event of 


. . < t 
i as strategically important In 
another conflict. gically 


If neither side gives way, the stand-off could have destabilising consequences for the region. If 
they come to blows again, ther 


i è IS a risk of escalation between the world's most populous countries, 
both established nuclear powers, 


The military tonsini at the border is mirrored by growing political tension, which has strained 
ties between Indian Prime Minister Narendra Modi and Chinese President Xi Jinping. 


There is also the potential for economic fallout, as China is one of India's biggest trading 


partners. India's government recently banned more than 150 China- 


i iti linked apps, including the huge! 
popular TikTok, citing security concerns, inked apps, including gely 


Many observers have said talks are the only way forward — both countries have so much to 
lose. 


What is the Impact on other Countries in South Asia? 


Beijing has been extending its reach in South Asia, particularly through its Belt and Road | 


Jnitiative, a massive trade and infrastructure programme to link economies in a China-centred | 
network. 


It has sought to forge stronger political ties with countries such as Nepal and Sri Lanka that 
have traditionally been within India’s orbit. 


South Asian countries such as Nepal and the Maldives have responded cautiously to the China- | 
India dispute. l 


Nepal’s foreign ministry said its government was confident “our friendly neighbours India 
and China” would be able to peacefully resolve their differences. Maldivian Foreign minister 
Abdulla Shahid said his country “extends deepest condolences to the people of India for the lives 
lost in the recent clashes on the border.” Wedged between the two Asian giants, Bhutan is also 
feeling the squeeze. 


PEE I 


In 2017, Chinese and Indian troops were involved in a month-long stand-off on the border area | 
between the three countries known as Doklam. More recently, Beijing has opposed Bhutan’s plans | 
for a wildlife sanctuary that China says is part of its territory — a claim that Bhutan rejects. 

The Galwan Valley clash also stoked concerns that Pakistan might enter the fray, raising the 
risk of a clash between three nuclear-armed powers. 

India has a disputed border with Pakistan known as the Line of Control, which is separated 
from the LAC by the Karakoram Pass, west of the Galwan Valley. 

Bilateral tensions were heightened after India scrapped Kashmir's semi-autonomous status in 
August 2019, and moved to expel Pakistan’s embassy staff over alleged spying. 


What is the Wider Impact in the Asia-Pacific? 


India is trying to strengthen ties with countries in the wider region. Japan and the United States 


have accepted invitations to take part in India’s Malabar naval exercise, while Australia might also 
Participate, 
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India has also sought to improve relations with Vietnam and the Philippines. Defence officials 
from India and Vietnam have affirmed that defence cooperation is an important pillar of the two 
countries’ relationship. 

Philippine Defence Secretary Delfin Lorenzana said India was interested in carrying out 
navigation activities in the South China Sea, where a number of countries have competing claims 


with China. 
India and Indonesia have also signed a memorandum of understanding on maritime safety and 


security. 


Where does the United States fit Into This? 

Relations between India and the United States have warmed, with US Secretary of State Mike 
Pompeo expressing “Washington’s support to New Delhi at that time of crisis” in a call to Indian 
External Affairs Minister Subrahmanyam Jaishankar, according to The Indian Express. Pompeo also 
said the US would give India intelligence on Chinese activity along the border. 

But India has also had strong ties over the decades with Russia, a relationship that analysts say 
India must keep building, even as it grows closer to the US. 

In July, the Indian government rushed to approve a proposal to acquire 33 new Russian 
warplanes for US$2.4 billion and upgrade 59 more, in addition to an earlier US$5.43 billion deal for 
S-400 air defence missile systems. 


No Compromise in Sight 

During the last two rounds of talks, China insisted that India vacate the hilltops it has occupied 
near Chushul, and on the north and south banks of Pangong Tso lake, through which the LAC runs. 
India has insisted on a resolution that covers the entire region. 

Indian defence officials told DW on the condition of anonymity that both sides have positioned 
about 50,000 troops, along with artillery, tanks and air defence assets in the region. Along several 
heights in the Pangong Tso area and in the Chushul, the troops from both sides are just a few hundred 
metres apart. 

Both sides accuse the other of violating their nearly 3,500-kilometre (2,100-mile) border, most 
of which remains demarcated. The three main friction points have been hot springs in the Chang 
Chenmo River valley, the Galwan River valley, and Pangong Tso. 

In a virtual seminar on November 6, India's defence chief, Bipin Rawat, said the situation in 
eastern Ladakh remained tense, and that India's position is "unambiguous": The country will not 
accept any shifting of the LAC. The People's Liberation Army "is facing unanticipated 
consequences of its misadventure in Ladakh because of the Indian defence force's firm and strong 
response," Rawat said. 

Defence experts say China's military does not show signs of being intimidated. "China is under 
no compulsion to withdraw its forces and has, by all indications, settled down for a long, hard winter 
while keeping open the possibility of initiating military conflict," Jayadeva Ranade, a former member 
of India's National Security Advisory Board and president of the Center for China Analysis and 
pees told DW. Ranade said Beijing would continue to maintain a tough, unyielding posture on 
the border. 
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nj expect India to either yield to pressure oy 
ance and give the Chinese armed forces an o 
ton India," said Ranade. 


er time, negotiate a compromise, or lower its 
vigil Pportunity to strike at a vulnerable area and inflict 
defea 
Modi | 

All eyes will now be on several upcoming summits, during which Indian Prime Minister 


Narendra Modi and Chinese President Xi Jinping could have the opportunity to discuss and resolve 
the standoff. 


and Xi at the Summit? 


Though Modi and Xi have met at least 18 times in the last six years, they have not spoken to 
each other or met since the border tension flared up in June. 


Modi and Xi are expected to hold talks on the sidelines of the Shanghai Cooperation 
Organization (SCO) virtual summit. Both leaders will also be meeting virtually between November 
13-15 at the ASEAN Summit. They are also expected to come face-to-face at two other summits — 
the BRICS (Brazil, Russia, India, China and South Africa) Summit, chaired by Russia, on November 
17, and the G-20, chaired by Saudi Arabia, on November 21-22. 


CRITICAL APPRAISAL OF UNITED NATIONS 


Introduction 


Resulting from the devastation of the World War II, the United Nations came into being in 
1945, The core purpose for its establishment was maintaining international peace and security by 
preventing conflict, helping those parties who were in conflict to make peace, as well as safeguarding 
and keeping peace to create conducive environment that can allow sustainable peace to flourish 
which was its early predecessor, League of Nations failed to do so. In my point of view, although it 
has been playing a significant role for international peace and security since its establishment, I 
believe it had countless failures in safeguarding and maintaining international peace and security. 


The purpose of this discussion is to critically examine the successes and failures of United 
Nations on conflict resolution, maintaining security and restoring sustainable peace in any corner of 
the world as to forward my piece of idea on how to improve the global UN peace and security 
architecture that could help to achieve its early establishment objectives as well. 


Successes of UN 


As I mention earlier, the very reason that brought the UN in to existence was, according to its 
Charter, the need to establishment, promotion and maintenance of international peace and security by 
avoiding any threat to the peace, breach of the peace, or act of aggression that lead to inter and 
intrastate conflict to make our world peaceful for human well-being. To achieve this objective, the 

_ UN Charter clearly stipulated on Article 24 that, “In order to ensure prompt and effective action by 
the United Nations, its Members confer on the Security Council primary responsibility for the 
maintenance of international peace and security, and agree that in carrying out its duties under this 
responsibility the Security Council acts on their behalf.” I believe that UN had a great success in 
Conflict prevention and restoration of peace through the mechanism of Peace building, preventive 
diplomacy, preventive disarmament, preventive genocide, and deployment of the peacekeeping force. 
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building and Peacekeeping 


Successes in Peace | | 
free from war and conflict as stipulated on its 


i orld 
Though it has not been able to keep our wor’ 
objective, It is believed that international peace is always the greatest concern of UN security 


architecture. Based on Article 33 of the Charter, it has been trying to seek a solution by negotiation, 
inquiry, mediation, conciliation, arbitration, judicial settlement, and through the deployment of the 
peacekeeping mission in hotspot and conflicted areas for the past 70 years. 

In the 1990s an increase in intra-state conflict generated a growth in focus by the international 
community on peacebuilding. According to an article published by UN, the concept of peacebuilding 
was introduced in 1992 by former UN secretary-general Boutros Boutros-Ghali in order to address 
root causes of conflict, ensure national reconciliation, and to move the country towards recovery, 


reconstruction, and development. 

Since 1948, the peacekeeping effort of UN peace se 
conflict by conducting various peacekeepping operations in different part of the world. In its 
peacekeeping effort, according to the account of Leandrit & Nagel (2013), the UN plays an important 
role in relation to different aspects of crisis intervention and political tensions and the UN’s authority 
is very important in different aspects of addressing and resolving conflicts to managing the 
consequences of those conflicts This UN peacekeeping effort helped to provide basic security, 
respond to crises and supported have supported to end inter-communal and interstate conflict that 
resulted peaceful political transition as well as building institutions. 


f United Nations Peacekeeping operation, currently, UN has deployed 
tries around the 


curity architecture has helped to end 


According to the report o 
nearly 111,000 peacekeeping forces to conduct its peacekeeping operation in 14 coun 
world (UN Peacekeeping Operations, 2018). Among this 14 countries in which UN peacekeeping 
forces are operating, 7 in Africa, countries, 3 in Middle East, one in Latin America (Haiti), and 1 in 
Europe (Cyprus). 

I believe this global peacekeeping operations and peacebuilding assistance through 
peacekeeping forces as well as diplomatic negotiation and intervention effort has contributed a lot in 
restoring peace and avoiding conflict. With this effort of UN, may conflicts have been reconciled; the 
life of many peoples have saved from catastrophic disaster in many countries. If the UN would have 
not been exerted its diplomatic effort and peacekeeping mission, the number of people dying and the 
socio-economic devastation would have been tripled. 


Successes in the Genocide Trial 

The UN effort in charging genocide criminals of Rwanda as well as the former president of 
Yugoslavia, Slobodan Milosevic, Charles Taylor of Liberia, and this precedence has served as a 
catalyst to raise awareness of the causes and dynamics of genocide, as well as create alerting relevant 
actors to the risk of genocide, war crimes, ethnic cleansing and crimes against humanity. According 
to UN press releases on August 1991, this success accounted by former UN secretary-general Kofi 
Annan speech on August 30 for Non-Aligned Summit in South Africa as follows "The success of this 
court in prosecuting genocide is a historic milestone and a defining example of the ability of the 
United Nations to create institutions which fulfill the highest aspirations of mankind." 
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pringing Human Security issue to the Forefront 

The UN introduced the human security approach in the 1994 global development rep j- 
introduction of this concept made a transition from the narrow concept of national security to an ee 
encompassing concept of human security. It is a change from an exclusive stress On URA , 
security towards much greater stress on people’s security. Since then the issue of human security a 
pecome the focus of attention in every corner of the world. Therefore, I believe, the contribution © 
UN in bringing the human security concept on the table has chanced the assumption of security from 
conventional to non-conventional security paradigm. This could be considered one of its successes. 
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ort. The 


Failure of UN 

Taking into consideration the global nature of the world that we are living in make compl 
to restore peace in a classical approach, I believe that UN has failed to meet its objective that has 
envisaged to make our world free from war and conflict. Rather the re-occurrence of conflict and 
interstate conflict and war is dramatically incising in the 21st century a state of condition that our 
world never experienced since the establishment of UN. While the situations are getting complicated 
and the recurrence complication of conflict increasing from time to time, I believe that UN still trying 
to operate in a way that it used to function in a traditional way of 20th century. 


icated 


Power and Recourse Hungry Wolfs in Its Belly 


It may not be debatable that the vital and primary interest and objective of contesting worlds 
political and economic giants is maintaining their geopolitical position in a way to facilitate their 
ideological imposition as well as economic and resource exploitation. Especially the neoliberalism of 
the west requires imposing its ideology of liberal economy to create dependency on local and 
domestic political economy. In this regard, as John (2015) clearly stipulated it, in the shadow of the 
cold war, the United States and advanced industrial democracies established a wide array of global 
and regional institutions to manage economic, political and security relations he further explains that 
the Britton Woods institutions WTO, the United Nations and various functional institutions provided 
the bulwark for un open and managed postwar world economy and global order...China, India, Brazil 
and others are on the rise and they are seeking to renegotiate their role in the global order.......states 
continue to have deep and growing in an international order. Taking John’s statement of account, I 
believe that UN becomes the tool for those global political and economic giants who are spinning the 
axis of global politics for the sake of their own interest. That is why UN kept silent and reluctant 
while the recent and ongoing devastating crises in Libya, Syria and Yemen, to mention a few, claims 
millions of life and leads to displacement while the hungry wolves are proximally fighting to hold 
their geopolitical position. 


One-size Feet for all Approach 


In my opinion, the securitization and conflict resolution, including post conflict recovery and 
development policies, strategies and mechanisms are designed in the corridors of UN headquarter in 
New York. In most cases deign and implementation processes of conflict resolution, as well as 
development policies and strategies of the UN, do not consider what is really happening on the 
ground. Most of the time, less attention is given to the locally driven solution for local problem by 
fully involving regional and local actors. 
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As it is clearly stated by Autesserre (2014), the solutions provided by UN for conflict 
resolution and peace building is undertaken by supply-driven than demand-driven approach, 
Furthermore, according to Autesserre (2014), this solutions and peacebuilding approaches are highly 
influenced by liberal internationalism where most western values and practices onto other culture, As 
it precisely stated by Autesserre (2014), the international peace builders do not fully understand the 
conflicts they are trying to resolve..-Because they rarely include local leaders in decision-making, do 
not speak the local languages, and do not stay posted long enough to oversee effective change. This 
leaves decision makers out of touch with the key players in the peace building process (Autesserre 
2014). She further explains this idea in that International donors [actors] typically do not have the 
knowledge; skills or recourses to bring meaningful change to the way post conflict societies are 
governed (Autesserre 2014). I believe that one of the reason for frailer of avoiding conflict, 
especially interstate conflict, and restoring enduring peace is the UN homogeneous and top-down 
oriented approach to solving the problem in different parts of the world. 


Peacekeeping without Biting Teeth 


An internal UN study last year found that UN peacekeeping missions routinely avoid using 
force to protect civilians who are under attack, intervening in only 20 percent of cases despite being 
authorized to do so by the UN Security Council. Peacekeeping in conflicting zone especially, in areas 
of armed conflict requires an appropriate forceful response (Barney Henderson, The Telegraph, 
December 22, 2018). The conflicting parties could not case fire and stop fighting unless 
peacekeeping forces take appropriate forceful measure. On this regard, the article of Barney 
Henderson further accounts that while some peacekeeping missions perform adequately, others have 
failed to protect civilians — notably at Srebrenica, where Dutch peacekeepers watched on powerless 
as thousands of men were murdered. Because of the absence of this forceful mandate and 
accountability, we have seen many devastations and loss of life in different parts of Africa while the 
peacekeeping force of UN kept passive to use all necessary means. 


As it was precisely stated by Victoria Holt and Glyn Taylor (2009), the UN peacekeeping force 
was deployed in areas of the war zone without having strong and appropriate deterring actionable 
force. They further explained that the failures of missions to provide security in complex crises such 
as Somalia, and to protect civilians from mass atrocities in Rwanda and Bosnia, tested the 
fundamental principles and capabilities of UN peacekeeping operations and demonstrated that reform 
was urgently required. Therefore, I believe, UN peacekeeping forces have to take the necessary 
military action including the use of appropriate force coupled by rational accountability to make the 
fighting parties give up. 

To conclude, On my point of view having this lists of problems, but not last, the UN security 
architecture has to go through genuine structural and institutional reform that can allow all nation- 
states can play their role in conflict resolution, decision making as well as locally driven policy 
formulation and implementation on their local and regional affairs. 


Failures of United Nations 


Peacekeeping 


During the Bosnian War, Dutch peacekeeping forces stationed in the town of Srebrenica, 
declared a ‘safe area’ by the UN in 1993, failed in 1995 to stop the massacre of more than 8000 
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Muslim men and boys by Bosnian-Serb forces, This is one of the most widely discussed examples of 
the failures of international peacekeeping operations. 


ssacre’ i R 
: ene a Pigs then UN secretary-general Kofi Annan wrote that the UN 
a thal would “haunt t ee rooted in a philosophy of impartiality”, contributing to a mass 
murder tha af Our history forever”. If you look at some of the other infamous failures of 
peacekeeping missions — in places such as Rw 


ae anda, Somalia and Angola ~ it is the limited powers 
given to peacekeeping operations that have resulted in those failures 
The invasion of Iraq 


The invasion of Iraq by the US in 2003, which i i i 

ee ; was unlawful and without Security Council 
authorisation, reflects the fact that the UN has very limited capacity to constrain the actions of 
great powers. 


The Security Council desi 


Id rei © signers created the veto power so that any of the five permanent 
members could reject a ouncil resolution, so in that way it is programmed to fail when a great 
power really wants to do something that the internationa 


l community generally condemns. 

In the case of the Iraq invasion, the US didn’t veto a resolution, but rather sought authorisation 
that it did not get. The UN, if you go by the idea of collective security, should have responded by 
defending Iraq against this unlawful use of force. The invasion proved a humanitarian disaster with 
the loss of more than 400,000 lives, and many believe that it led to the emergence of the terrorist 
Islamic State. 


Refugee Crises 


The UN brokered the 1951 Refugee Convention to address the plight of people displaced in 
Europe due to World War II; years later, the 1967 Protocol removed time and geographical 
restrictions so that the Convention can now apply universally (although many countries in Asia have 
refused to sign it, owing in part to its Eurocentric origins). 


Despite these treaties, and the work of the UN High Commission for Refugees, there is 
somewhere between 30 and 40 million refugees, many of them, such as many Palestinians, living 
for decades outside their homelands. This is in addition to more than 40 million people displaced 
within their own countries. While for a long time refugee numbers were reducing, in recent 
years, particularly driven by the Syrian conflict, there have been increases in the number of 
people being displaced. 

During the COVID-19 crisis, boatloads of Rohingya refugees were turned away by port after 
port. This tragedy has echoes of pre-World War II when ships of Jewish refugees fleeing Nazi 
Germany were refused entry by multiple countries. And as a catastrophe of a different kind looms, 
there is no international framework in place for responding to people who will be displaced by rising 
seas and other effects of climate change. 


Conflicts without End 


Across the world, there is a shopping list of unresolved civil conflicts and disputed territories. 
Palestine and Kashmir are two of the longest-running failures of the UN to resolve disputed lands. 
More recent, ongoing conflicts include the civil wars in Syria and Yemen. The common denominator 
of unresolved conflicts is either division among the great powers, or a lack of international pecoat 
due to the geopolitical stakes not being sufficiently high. For instance, the inaction during the 
Rwandan civil war in the 1990s was not due to a division among great powers, but rather a lack of 
political will to engage. 
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Russia backs the government of the Syrian dictato 


Acting Like It’s 1945 a T 
The UN is increasingly out of step with the reality of i t: Ae Nh 
; l ivision of power internatio orld 
f the Security Council reflect the division my ene : 
ak continuing exclusion of Germany, Japan, and rising powers such as India an Indonesia 
| i i f power. 
reflects the failure to reflect the changing balance o 
Also, bodies such as the IMF and the World Bank, which are part of re ws ae continu 
to be dominated by the West. In response, China has created potential Aa : ab as the 
Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank. Western domination of ma np Maan da their 
credibility. However, a more fundamental problem is that institutions ne aie Poor fit 
with the systemic global challenges — of which climate change is foremost that w y. 


ISLAMOPHOBIA 


Abstract | 

Islamophobia remains naturally the wort thing too, unfortunately happen, to this generation 
instead of moving forward as a society people are going back to being so simple-minded. Many 
people fear Islam and innocent Muslims and this has undoubtedly affected many innocent Muslim 
Americans sometime in their peaceful lives. Islamophobia traditionally represents a taught method 
that created fear in many Americans after the September attack. After many amounts of academic 
research to properly grasp why civilized people are genuinely terribly frightened of Islam and devout 
Muslims, it seems tacit that much middle-class Americans are powerfully undoubtedly influenced by 
the modern media and determined people with more excessive power like President Donald Trump. 
When the president insights this kind of genuine fear, it is spreadable to those that are ignorant and 
do not recognize the ultimate truth. And when ignorant people unanimously decide to promptly put 
this hate into action innocent Muslim lives are lost and negatively affected by such things. There are 
undoubtedly many effective ways we can voluntarily change those that steadfastly adhere to a 
negative view of devout Muslims and that would be typical to instantly communicate the creative 
power of practical knowledge through social media and be active in the local community and making 
sure we’re loving one other. 


Is Islamophobia a Real Problem? 


On September 11, 2001, four passengers hijacked a plane and the Islamic extremist group al- 
Qaeda planned suicide attacks against targets in the United States. Two airplanes were flown into the 
towers of the World Trade Center in New York City. A third plane flew at the Pentagon that was 
merely outside of Washington, D.C., and the fourth plane crashed in Pennsylvania. These attacks” 
equalled many deaths and destruction of buildings that triggered US to defeat terrorism. 


Unfortunately, over 3000 people died during these attacks including more than 400 of New 
York’s finest police officers and firefighters. And ever since this, terrorist attack, Americans and 
Muslims lives have never been the same since. 
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“The term Welaméphobia’. Whe Re eR aR in RE BP the Sad or the 1980s has 


increasingly been used to describe this fear of Islam and of Muslims as a social group.” 


Because of so many lives were lost from an Islamic extremist attack, many Americans have 
developed “Islamophobia”. Exploring ways to understand this disease’s development and ways to 
combat the feat of Islam is through the power of knowledge. 


What is the reason people fearing Islam and Muslims? 


After the attack of September 11, 2001, US religious and social conservatives bluntly classified 
the entire religion of Islam as a threat which has caused many Americans to fear Muslims. Terrorist 
attacks are linked to.Islamophobia as Aryan-Bayhan reviews a book called Islamophobia in America: 
The Anatomy of Intolerance (2015), “The author indicates that the historical role of religion in the 
construction of American national identity explicates why Americans resort to religious differences 
in times of political crisis.” 


Islamophobia has been associated with hate crimes and the killings of Muslim Americans. 
Many middle class Americans and Trump supporters indicate terrorism is connected to Islam from 
the incident of 9/11. People who believe terrorism is linked to Islam and fear Muslims because of 
their beliefs are called “Islamophobic”. 


According to the Council on American-Islamic Relations’ (CAIR), Islamophobia is, “Closed- 
minded prejudice against or hatred of Islam and Muslims. An Islamophobic represent an individual 
who adheres to a closed-minded view of Islam and promotes prejudice against or hatred of 
Muslims.” Islamophobic people have existed through time even our former presidents like John 
Quincy Adam was Islamophobic, but it was not widely accepted in the West just yet at that time. 


However, after 9/11 it emerged publicly because of the terrorist attack and how it was widely 
broadcast on the news. Ever since that day, many Americans drastically changed their views making 
Islam the number one enemy. And now that Islam has been one of the biggest fear in the United 
States. Americans have been influenced by the media to assault and commit hate crimes towards 
American Muslims. They used word terms like “Terrorist” or “Go back to where you came from!” 


How is Islamophobia Broadcast? 


There are ways that highly spread the islamophobia disease. To begin with, the media spreads 
this hatred when there is a report of a shooter that is identified as Muslim. On the other hand, a non- 
Muslim shooter would be explored to understand their motivation and usually claim them as 
mentally ill. In addition, there are those conservative talk radio shows, successful authors, movies, 
and. websites that share anti-Muslim and anti-Islamic scenes throughout their broadcasts. 


- Second, ‘politicians campaign Islamophobia to gain supporters like Donald Trump, who 
promised during his campaign to ban the immigration of Muslims from numerous countries and force 
American-Muslims to register and wear badges for being Muslim, and deport certain Muslims that 
could be connected to any terrorist organization. This campaign really helped raise Islamophobia to 
the roof as explained in the “Islamophobia”, Opposing Viewpoints Online Collection. 


“In particular, people who claimed that they were influenced by Donald Trump carried out at 
least three separate incidents of related violence. Within a week of Trump becoming president, he 
had enacted an executive order that banned immigrants and refugees from seven Muslim-majority 
countries, stating that this would defend US citizens. Critics noted that no attacks had occurred on 
US soil involying immigrants from the seven countries named. The order was blocked by a federal 
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court, but Trump vowed to discover a way to implement it, whether through the Supreme Cour ji 


via another order.” 

This is a significant event of how Islamophobia 
Islamophobic discrimination is real from politician can 
Paris attacks for a chance to assault Muslims and hate on Islam. 


How Islamophobia impacts American Muslims | 

Majority of American-Muslims are known to be peaceful human beings. However, afte; the 
terrorist attack of 9/11 and the Paris attack in 2015, Islamophobia has only grown even more, After 
such incidents, many young Muslims have experienced bullying in school and online eye, 


unfortunately at work. 
The Council on American-Islami 
students to examine their experiences in school an 


can be impacted from politician’s influence 
didates and they use incidents like 9/1 ` 


c Relations’ in California surveyed 11 to 18-year-old Muslim 
d said, “fifty percent of American-Muslim students 


reported being subjected to mean comments and rumours about them because of their religion. 
Additionally, more than 21% of students reported experiencing some form of cyberbullying.” When 
kids are bullied and there is nothing done about it, they feel like they don’t matter and treated poorly, 


Many American-Muslims are being treated as second class citizen as well. Ali from the 
California Law Review speaks out for Muslims that have Citizenship, “I argue that today not only are 
American-Muslims further deprived of citizenship as identify, but they are also deprived of 
citizenship with respect to rights and political activity.” Clearly, Muslims are being stripped away 
from their legal rights as an American. They no longer represent the United States and are being 


looked down upon as “outsiders.” 


Many devastating incidents like the North Carolina Chapel Hill shooting when three 


innocent American-Muslims have been shot to death that was supposed to be over a parking but 
really was more defined as a “Hate Crime” and the state of North Caroline will not recognize it as 


a hate crime due to its laws. It’s like relating the issue to Rosa Park’s civil right struggle over a 


dispute on a bus seat. 

Many mosques in Texas have been vandalized or burned. Respectful Muslim community 
leaders have been run over while walking. Women have been assaulted in the streets and attacked for 
wearing the hijab. All these are hate crimes and Assaults towards Muslims after terrorist attacks 


that occurred. 
What are some Educational Resources to help end Islamophobia? 


Despite the Muslims deal with Islamophobia, stereotyping, and historical discrimination in 
Western countries continues. They undoubtedly remain the number one reason to break these barriers 
and help people properly understand their genuine culture and profound faith through their genuine 
actions of peacefulness. Also, Islamic organizations adequately represent outstanding examples of 
accurately delivering effective speeches, accurate presentations, excellent documentaries and creative 
workshops like the Movement to End Racism and Islamophobia (MERI). Organizations offer many 
i F discuss the harm of Islamophobia in Islamic communities and effective ways on how to 
AA 6 i fierce hate. Many other organizations like the Council on American Islamic 

» Urganization of Islamic Cooperation, and the Islamic Society of North America 
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are great at helping people understand the official religion and profound faith of devout Muslims. On 
top, people can find an Islamic community in their city too. 


How to end Islamophobia? 


Responding to hate can be done in many ways. Have a conversation and contribute to the 
knowledge of ending Islamophobia with the ones close to you. You have the power to spread the 


love and change the ignorant hearts and minds. Social media is another powerful 21st century 
platform that can change hundreds of people in a few minutes. Just share with the world a paragraph 
or photo of your pleasant experience with a Muslim or promote them in general. In addition, 
Muslims can offer their support, donate blood and help after a terrorist attack to show people and the 
victims such actions are not Islamic. 

Miss Osborn, a writer from the Journal of Ecumenical, shares her experience with Muslims 
and how she directed the “Shoulder to Shoulder” campaign, “At that time, a number of US religious 
denominational leaders rallied around the American-Muslim community to stand in solidarity 
publicly against this rhetoric, and the Shoulder to Shoulder Campaign was born.” This organization 
was created when an anti-Muslim bigotry from Florida, a pastor named Terry Jones, threatened to 
burn the Quran. 

Conclusion 


Finally, exploring Islamophobia’s fundamentals and developing ways to end it is through the 
power of knowledge. Islamophobia has been long around and raised after the 9/11 terrorist attack. Hate 
crimes have skyrocketed after 2001 and drastically lowered down at a steady pace, but increased with 
another terrorist attack that was linked to Islam. Many people have suffered from Islamophobia. 


Despite the fact, anti-Muslims and anti-Islam exists today there are many ways to combat this 
hate through communication, social media, and community meetings, etc. People need to stop 
judging an entire group over terrorist attacks. It’s like picking up the bad apple and choosing to not 
buy apples. In reality, people keep looking for the good apples to pick. That is how people should be 
when it comes to judging a whole group of people like Muslims. People consistently take the good 
apples every time because it causes joy, peacefulness, and safety plus it is healthy. 


US-IRAN CONFLICT 


Context for Heightened US-Iran Tensions 


US-Iran relations have been mostly adversarial since the 1979 Islamic Revolution in Iran. US 
officials and official reports consistently identify Iran’s support for militant armed factions in the 
Middle East region a significant threat to US interests and allies. Attempting to constrain Iran’s 
nuclear programme took precedence in US policy after 2002 as that programme advanced. The 


United States also has sought to thwart Iran’s purchase of new conventional weaponry and 
development of ballistic missiles. 


In May 2018, the Trump Administration withdrew the United States from the 2015 nuclear 
agreement (Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action, JCPOA), asserting that the accord did not address 


the broad range of US concerns about Iranian behaviour and would not permanently preclude Iran 
from developing a nuclear weapon. Senior administration officials explain administration policy as 
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the application of “maximum pressure” on Iran’s economy to (1) compel it to renegotiate the JCPOA 
to address the broad range of US concerns, and (2) deny Iran the revenue to continue to develop its 
strategic capabilities or intervene throughout the region. Administration officials deny that the policy 
is intended to stoke economic unrest in Iran. 

As the administration has pursued its policy of maximum pressure, including im 
beyond those in force before JCPOA went into effectin January 2016, bilateral tensions have escalated 
significantly. Key developments that initially heightened tensions include the following: 


On April 8, 2019, the administration designated the Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps 
he first time that an official military 


(IRGC) as a Foreign Terrorist Organization (FTO), representing t 
force was designated as an FTO. The designation stated that “The IRGC continues to provide 
financial and other material support, training, technology transfer, advanced conventional weapons, 


guidance, or direction to a broad range of terrorist organizations, including Hezbollah, Palestinian 
terrorist groups like Hamas and Palestinian Islamic J ihad, Kata’ib Hezbollah in Iraq, al-Ashtar 
Brigades in Bahrain, and other terrorist groups in Syria and around the Gulf....[ran continues to allow 
Al Qaeda (AQ) operatives to reside in Iran, where they have been able to move money and fighters to 


South Asia and Syria.” 
As of May 2, 2019, the administration ended a US sanctions exception for any country to 


purchase Iranian oil, aiming to drive Iran’s oil exports to “zero.” 
Since May 2019, the administration has ended five out of the se 
Freedom and Counter-Proliferation Act (IFCA, P.L. | 12-239) — waivers t 


Iran remain within limits set by the JCPOA. 
On May 5, 2019, citing reports that Iran or its allies might be preparing to attack US personnel 


or installations, then National Security Adviser John Bolton announced that the United States was 
accelerating the previously planned deployment of the USS Abraham Lincoln Carrier Strike Group 
and sending a bomber task force to the Persian Gulf region. 

On May 24, 2019, the Trump Administration notified Congress of immediate foreign military 
sales and proposed export licences for direct commercial sales of defence articles — training, 
equipment, and weapons—with a possible value of more than $8 billion, including sales of precision 
guided munitions (PGMs) to Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates (UAE). In making the 22 
emergency sale notifications, Secretary of State Pompeo invoked emergency authority codified in the 
Arms Export Control Act (AECA), and cited the need “to deter further Iranian adventurism in the 


Gulf and throughout the Middle East.” 


Iran’s attacks on Tankers in mid-2019 
Iran responded to the additional steps in the US maximum pressure campaign in part by 
demonstrating its ability to harm global commerce and other US interests and to raise renewed 
concerns about Iran’s nuclear activities. Iran apparently has sought to cause international actors, 
including those that depend on stable oil supplies, to put pressure on the Trump Administration to 
reduce its sanctions pressure on Iran. 
Not si May 12-13, 2019, four oil tankers — two Saudi, one Emirati, and one 
benny ae We denied involvement, but a Defence Department (DOD) officia 
e tan > ; l 
er attacks tò the IRGC. A report to the United Nations based on Saudi, 


posing sanctions 


ven waivers under the Iran 
hat allow countries to help 


Norwegian ship — 
I on May 24, 2019, 
UAE, and 


ff 
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Norwegian information found that a “state actor” was likely responsible, but did not name a specific 
erpetrator. 

On June 13, 2019, two Saudi tankers in the Gulf of Oman were attacked. Secretary of State 
Michael Pompeo stated, “It is the assessment of the US government that Iran is responsible for the 
attacks that occurred in the Gulf of Oman today....based on the intelligence, the weapons used, the 
jevel of expertise needed to execute the operation, recent similar Iranian attacks on shipping, and the 
fact that no proxy group in the area has the resources and proficiency to act with such a high degree 
of sophistication.” 

Tensions turn to hostilities: In subsequent weeks, US-Iran tensions erupted into direct 
hostilities as well as further Iranian actions against US partners. 


Iran and US downing of drones: On June 20, 2019, Iran shot down an unmanned aerial 
surveillance aircraft (RQ-4AGlobal Hawk Unmanned Aerial Vehicle) near the Strait of Hormuz, 
claiming it had entered Iranian airspace over the Gulf of Oman. US Central Command officials stated 
that the drone was over international waters. Later that day, according to his posts on the Twitter 
social media site, President Trump ordered a strike on three Iranian sites related to the Global Hawk 
downing, but called off the strike on the grounds that it would have caused Iranian casualties and 
therefore been “disproportionate” to the Iranian shoot down. The United States did reportedly launch 
a cyberattack against Iranian equipment used to track commercial ships. On July 18, 2019, President 
Trump announced that US forces in the Gulf had downed an Iranian drone via electronic jamming in 
“defensive action” over the Strait of Hormuz. Iran denied that any of its drones were shot down. 


UK-Iran tensions and Iran tanker seizures: US-Iran tensions spilled over into 
confrontations between Iran and the UK. On July 4, 2019, authorities from the British Overseas 
Territory Gibraltar, backed by British marines, impounded an Iranian tanker, the Grace I, off the 
coast of Gibraltar for allegedly violating an EU embargo on the provision of oil to Syria. Iranian 
officials termed the seizure an act of piracy, and in subsequent days, the IRGC Navy sought to 
intercept a UK-owned tanker in the Gulf, the British Heritage, but the force was reportedly driven off 
by a British warship. On July 19, the IRGC Navy seized a British-flagged tanker near the Strait of 
Hormuz, the Stena Impero, claiming variously that it violated Iranian waters, was polluting the Gulf, 
collided with an Iranian vessel, or that the seizure was retribution for the seizure of the Grace I. 


On July 22, 2019, the UK’s then foreign secretary Jeremy Hunt explained the government’s 
reaction to the Stena Impero seizure as pursuing diplomacy with Iran to peacefully resolve the 
dispute, while at the same time sending additional naval vessels to the Gulf to help secure UK 
commercial shipping. On August 15, 2019, following a reported pledge by Iran not to deliver the oil 
cargo to Syria, a Gibraltar court ordered the ship (renamed the Adrian Darya 1) released. Gibraltar 
courts turned down a US Justice Department request to impound the ship as a violator of US 
sanctions on Syria and on the IRGC, which the US filing said was financially involved in the tanker 
and its cargo. The ship apparently delivered its oil to Syria despite the pledge and, as a consequence, 
the United States imposed new sanctions on individuals and entities linked to the ship and to the 
IRGC. On September 22, 2019, Iran released the Stena Impero. 

Separate from the UK-Iran dispute over the Grace I and the Stena Impero, Iran seized an Iraqi 
tanker on August 5, 2019, for allegedly smuggling Iranian diesel fuel to “Persian Gulf Arab states.” 
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cused to escalate tensions significantly by conducting n 
| Saudi energy infrastructure sites at Khurais and Abgai 


ives arms and other support from Iran, clai 
The pee pi ne r anne Lene “Amid all the calls for de-escalation, lran k 
cane ee iid attack on the world’s energy supply. There is no evidence the 
fie ae im gaa » Press reports stated that US intelligence indicates that Iran itself was the 
pe pee the attacks, in which cruise missiles, possibly assisted by unmanned aerial 
vehicles, struck nearly 20 targets at those Saudi sites. Iranian officials denied responsibility fo, 


the attack. 
The attack shut down a significant portion of Saudi oil production and, whether conducted by 
; lated US-Iran and Iran-Saudi tensions and 


Iran itself or by one of its regional allies, esca 
, S allies and interests. President. Trump stated on 


demonstrated a significant capability to threaten U ream] 
conflict with Iran and the administration did not 


September 16, 2019, that he would “like to avoid” | 
retaliate militarily. US officials did announce modest increases in US forces in the region and some 


Attack on Saudi energy infrastructure 1 


On September 14, 2019, Iran is ac 
attack, on multiple locations within critica 


new US sanctions on Iran. 
The attacks on the Saudi infrastructure raised several broad questions, including: 


What is the extent and durability of the long-standing implicit and explicit US security 


guarantees to the Gulf states? 
Have Iran’s military technology capabilities advanced further than has been estimated by 


US officials and the US intelligence community? 


US Sanctions Responses to Iranian Provocations 
As tensions with Iran increased, the Trump Administration increased economic pressure on 
Iran to weaken it strategically, and compel it to negotiate a broader resolution of US-Iran differences. 


On May 8, 2019, the president issued Executive Order 13871, blocking US-based property of 
persons and entities determined to have conducted significant transactions with Iran’s iron, steel, 


aluminum, or copper sectors. 
On June 24, 2019, President Trump issued Executive Order 13876, blocking the US-based 


property of Supreme Leader Ali Khamene’i and his top associates. Sanctions on several senior 
officials, including Iran’s Foreign Minister Mohammad Javad Zarif, have since been imposed under 


that Order. 

On September 4, 2019, the State Department Special Representative for Iran and Senior 
Advisor to the Secretary of State Brian Hook said the United States would offer up to $15 million to 
any person who helps the United States disrupt the financial operations of the IRGC and its Qods 
Force — the IRGC unit that assists Iran-linked forces and factions in the region. The funds are to be 
drawn from the long-standing “Rewards for Justice Program” that provides incentives for persons to 
help prevent acts of terrorism. 

On September 20, 2019, the Trump Administration imposed additional sanctions on Iran’s 
Central Bank by designating it a terrorism supporting entity under Executive Order 13224. The 
Central Bank was already subject to a number of US sanctions, rendering unclear whether jay new 
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„ct on the Bank’s ability to operate would result. Also sanctioned was an Ir 


anian soverei 
he National Development Fund of Iran. EPEA 


fund, t 
CPO A-related Iranian Responses 


since the Trump Administration’s May 2018 announcement that the United States would no 
longer participate in the JCPOA, Iranian officials repeatedly have rejected renegotiating the 
a greement or discussing a new aramon, Tehran also has conditioned its ongoing adherence to the 
JCPOA on receiving the agreement’ s benefits from the remaining JCPOA parties, collectively known 
as the «p4+1.” On May 10, 2018, Iranian Foreign Minister Mohammad Javad Zarif wrote that, in 
order for the agreement to survive, “the remaining JCPOA participants and the international 
community need to fully ensure that Iran is compensated unconditionally through appropriate 
national, regional and global measures.” He added that Iran has decided to resort to the JCPOA 
mechanism [the Joint Commission established by the agreement] in good faith to find solutions in 
order to rectify the United States’ multiple cases of significant non-performance and its unlawful 
withdrawal, and to determine whether and how the remaining JCPOA participants and other 
economic partners can ensure the full benefits that the Iranian people are entitled to derive from this 
global diplomatic achievement. 


Tehran also threatened to reconstitute and resume the country’s pre-JCPOA nuclear activities. 
Several meetings of the JCPOA established Joint Commission since the US withdrawal have not 
produced a firm Iranian commitment to the agreement. Tehran has argued that the remaining JCPOA 
participants’ efforts have been inadequate to sustain the agreement’s benefits for Iran. In May 8, 
2019, letters to the other JCPOA participant governments, Iran announced that, as of that day, Tehran 
had stopped “some of its measures under the JCPOA,” though the government emphasized that it 
was not withdrawing from the agreement. Specifically, Iranian officials said that the government will 
not transfer low enriched uranium (LEU) or heavy water out of the country in order to maintain those 
stockpiles below the JCPOA-mandated limits. A May 8, 2019, statement from Iran’s Supreme 
National Security Council explained that Iran “does not anymore see itself committed to respecting” 
the JCPOA-mandated limits on LEU and heavy water stockpiles. 


Beginning in July 2019, the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) verified that some of . 
Iran’s nuclear activities were exceeding JCPOA-mandated limits; the Iranian government has since: 
increased the number of such activities. Specifically, according to IAEA reports, Iran has exceeded 
JCPOA-mandated limits on its heavy water stockpile, the number of installed centrifuges in Iran’s 
pilot enrichment facility, Iran’s LEU stockpile, and the LEU’s concentration of the relevant fissile 
isotope uranium-235. In addition, Tehran is conducting JCPOA-prohibited research and development 


activities, as well as centrifuge manufacturing, and has also begun to enrich uranium at its Fordow 
enrichment facility. 


The Iranian government announced in a January 5, 2020 statement “the fifth and final step in 
reducing” Tehran’s JCPOA commitments, explaining that Tehran would “set aside the final 
operational restrictions under the JCPOA which is ‘the restriction on the number of centrifuges.” 
The statement provided no details regarding concrete changes to Iran’s nuclear programme, but the 
term “restrictions” may refer to the JCPOA-mandated limits on installed centrifuges at the country’s 
Commercial enrichment facility. According to a March report from the IAEA Director General, Iran 
has not exceeded these limits. The January 5 announcement added that “in case of the removal of 
sanctions and Iran benefiting from the JCPOA,” Iran “is ready to resume its commitments” pursuant 
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peech, Iranian President Hassan Rouhani characterized Tehran 


drawal from the government’s JCPOA commitments “in an i 
4+1 “are ready to observe their full commitments un fcc al 
the same day,” he added. According to an article Publish e 
he IAEA Kazzem Gharibabdi stated that Iran t 
ates and P4+1 continue actions Which 


to the agreement. In a May 6s 
aforementioned actions as a with 
scale” Whenever the United States and P 
JCPOA,” Iran “will return to the JCPOA 

š tive to t 
May 6, Iran’s Permanent Representa i l 
reduce or end its cooperation with the IAEA if the United S 


Tehran argues, damage the J CPOA. 
Conflict Erupts (December 2019 a | 
In early December 2019, press reports and US officials indicated that Iran was supplying shor. 


range missiles to allied forces inside Iraq. A series of indirect E N 2019 
targeted Iraqi military facilities where US forces are co-locate . In response, Secretary Pompe, 
a Iso use this as an opportunity to remind Iran’s leaders that = 


i ent saying, “We must a : i ‘our i 
ee d, that harm Americans, our allies, or our interests will p 


attacks by them, or their proxies of any kin 
aie a decisive US response.” Secretary of Defence Mark Esper stated that he urged th h 
Iraqi prime minister Adel Abd Al Mahdi to “take proactive actions...to get that under control,” 


On December 27, 2019, a rocket attack on a base near Kirkuk in nortnent ag killed tig 

contractor and wounded four US service members and two Iraqi service members. Two days later 
the US launched retaliatory airstrikes on five facilities (three in Iraq, two n Syria) used by the Iran. 
backed Iraqi armed group Kata’ib Hezbollah (KH), a US-designated Foreign Tormonst Organization 
to which the US attributed the attack. KH leader and leading figure in the lraqi-state affiliated 
Popular Mobilization Forces Abu Mahdi al Muhandis said dozens of fighters mere killed and injured 
and promised a “very tough response” on US forces in Iraq. Iraqi leaders, including those who want 
to maintain good relations with both the United States and Iran, criticized the strikes as æ “violation 
of Iraqi sovereignty.” The hostilities came as Iran sought to preserve its political influence amidst 
large-scale demonstrations in which hundreds of protestors were killed by security forces and which 
contributed to Abd Al Mahdi’s resignation that month. He continues to serve in a caretaker role while 
Iraqi political leaders negotiate a transition. In a December 6, 2019 press briefing announcing 
sanctions designations of several Iran-linked Iraqi groups and individuals, Assistant Secretary of 
State for Near Eastern Affairs David Schenker said, the United States Government will work with 
anyone in the Iraqi Government who is willing to put Iraqi interests first.... This is a sine qua non. 
But we see in the process of establishing a new government or determining who the next prime 
minister will be that [IRGC-QF commander] Qasem Soleimani is in Baghdad working this issue. It 
seems to us that foreign terrorist leaders, or military leaders, should not be meeting with Iraqi 
political leaders to determine the next premier of Iraq, and this is exactly what the secretary says 
about being perhaps the textbook example of why Iran does not behave and is not a normal state. 
This is not normal. This is not reasonable. This is unorthodox and it is incredibly problematic, and it 
is a huge violation of Iraqi sovereignty. 


On December 31, 2019, two days after the US airstrikes against KH targets in Iraq and Syrit 
supporters of KH and other Iran-backed Iraqi militias surrounded and then entered the US Embas) 
in Baghdad, setting some outer buildings on fire. The militiamen withdrew after their leaders $ 
they obtained acting prime minister Abdul Mahdi’s promise for “serious work” on a parliam isi 
vote to expel US forces from the country, a long-sought goal of Iran and its Iraqi allies 
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presidentTrump tweeted that Iran,which* orchestrat [edthe] attack,"would “beheld fully responsible 
for lives lost, or damage incurred, at any of our facilities. They will pay a very BIG PRICE!” 


US Escalation and Aftermath: Drone strike kills Qasem Soleimani 


On January 3, 2020, a US military armed drone strike killed IRGC-QF Commander Major 
General Qasem Soleimani in what the Defence Department termed a “defensive action.” The 
statement cited Soleimani’s responsibility for “the deaths of hundreds of Americans and coalition 
service members” and his approval of the Embassy blockade, and stated that he was “actively 
developing plans to attack American diplomats and service members in Iraq and throughout the 
region.” The strike, conducted while Soleimani was leaving Baghdad International Airport, also 
killed KH leader Abu Mahdi al-Muhandis, who also headed the broader Popular Mobilization Forces 
(PMF) made up mostly of militia fighters, and other Iranian and Iraqi figures. Iraq’s Council of 
Representatives (CoR) on January 5, 2020, voted to direct the government “to work towards ending 
the presence of all foreign troops on Iraqi soil,” according to the media office of the Iraqi Parliament. 


Soleimani was widely regarded as one of the most powerful and influential figures in Iran, 
with a direct channel to Khamene’i, who serves as commander-in-chief of all Iranian armed forces. 
One expert described him as “the military centre of gravity of Iran’s regional hegemonic efforts” and 
“an operational and organization genius who likely has no peer in the upper ranks of the Islamic 


Revolutionary Guard Corps.” Others contend that “he was only the agent of a government policy that 
preceded him and will continue without him.” 


Iranian Responses and Subsequent Hostilities 


Secretary of State Pompeo underscored that the United States is not seeking further escalation, 
but Iran’s leaders, including Supreme Leader Ali Khamene’i, threatened to retaliate for the Soleimani 
killing. That retaliation, codenamed “Operation Martyr Soleimani” came on January 8, 2020, in the 
form of an Iranian ballistic missile strike on two Iraqi bases — Ayn al-Asad in western Iraq and an 
airbase near Irbil, in Kurdish-controlled northern Iraq. The United States reported no “casualties,” 
according to a statement by President Trump on January 8, 2020, and the United States reportedly 
had some advanced warning of the attack, via Iraqi officials. The president added that: “Iran appears 
to be standing down, which is a good thing for all parties concerned and a very good thing for the 
world,” and there was no US military retaliation for Iran’s missile strike. Still, over the coming 
weeks, about 110 US military personnel were diagnosed with various forms of traumatic brain injury, 
mostly concussions from the blast. Iran’s ability to hit Ayn al-Asad with some degree of precision 
indicated growing capability in Iran’s missile capabilities. For the past several years, the US 
intelligence community, in its annual worldwide threat assessment briefings for Congress, has 
assessed that Iran has “the largest inventory of ballistic missiles in the region,” and the 2019 version 
of the annual, congressionally-mandated report on Iran’s military power by the Defence Intelligence 
Agency indicated that Iran is advancing its drone technology and the precision targeting of the 
missiles it provides to its regional allies. Israel asserts that these advances pose a sufficient threat to 
justify Israeli attacks against Iranian and Iran-allied targets in the region, including in Lebanon, 
Syria, and Iraq. 
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THREE SCENARIOS FOR 
THE FUTURE OF CLIMATE CHANGE 


Like millions of other Americans, I first learned about climate change in the summer of 1988 
For its day, it was a scorcher: Yellowstone National Park burst into flames; the Mississippi River - 
so low that almost four thousand barges got backed up at Memphis; and, for the first time in its 
history, Harvard University shut down owing to heat. It was on an afternoon when the mercury jn 
Washington, D.C., hit ninety-eight degrees that James Hansen, then the head of nasa’s Goddard 
Institute for Space Studies, told a Senate committee that “the greenhouse effect has been detected and 
is changing our climate now.” Speaking to reporters after the hearing, Hansen went a step further: “g 
is time to stop waffling so much and say that the evidence is pretty strong that the greenhouse effec, 
is here.” 


Hansen’s warning was certainly not the first. A report to President Lyndon Johnson in 1965 
noted that the effect of burning fossil fuels was likely to be “deleterious from the point of view of 
human beings.” Another report, prepared for the Department of Energy in 1979, predicted that even a 
relatively small increase in temperature could lead to the ultimate “disintegration” of the West 
Antarctic ice sheet, a process that would raise global sea levels by sixteen feet. A third report, also 
from 1979, found that, as carbon accumulated in the atmosphere, there was no doubt that the climate 
would change and “no reason to believe” that the change “will be negligible.” But, for some reason, 
when Hansen spoke up, on that sweltering afternoon in June, the story of climate change shifted. The 
Times ran its article at the top of page 1, under a three-column headline: “global warming has begun, 
expert tells senate.” The following year, Bill McKibben published “The End of Nature,” first as a 
New Yorker piece under the rubric “Reflections,” and then, in longer form, as a book. 


Had the words of either man been heeded in the intervening three decades, the world today 
would be a very different place—incalculably better off in innumerable ways. Instead, during that 
interval, some two hundred billion metric tons of carbon have been spewed into the atmosphere. 
(This is roughly as much CO2 as had been emitted from the start of the Industrial Revolution to that 
point.) Meanwhile, trillions of dollars have been sunk into coal-burning power plants, oil pipelines, 
gas pipelines, liquid-natural-gas export terminals, and a host of other fossil-fuel projects that, in a 
saner world, would never have been constructed. And global temperatures, as everyone can by now 
attest—though some still refuse to acknowledge—have continued to rise, to the point where the 
sweltering summer of 1988 no longer stands out as particularly hot. The nineteen-nineties were, on 
average, warmer than the eighties, the aughts hotter than the nineties, and the past decade hotter still. 
Each of the past five years has ranked among the warmest on record. 


The New Yorker has run dozens of pieces on climate change. All might be described as 
“reflections” on this fundamental disconnect. Even as the consequences—tising seas, fiercer 
droughts, longer wildfire seasons, more devastating storms—have become daily news, global carbon 
emissions have continued to increase. In 2019, they reached a new record of ten billion metric tons. 
Emissions in India rose by almost two per cent, and in China by more than two per cent. In the 
United States, they actually dropped, by about 1.5 per cent. On November 4, 2019, the Trump 
Administration formally notified the United Nations that it planned to withdraw from the Paris 
climate accord, negotiated by the Obama Administration back in 2015. The very next day, a group 
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atement, signed by eleven thousand researchers, 


or ai nii “irreversible climate tipping points,” the 
crossing of which “could lead to a catastrophic ‘hothouse Earth,’ well beyond the control of humans.” 


But to an extent that, depending on your Perspective, is either heartening or horrifying, the 
future—and not just of the next several decades but of the next several millennia—hinges on actions 
that will be taken by the time today’s toddlers reach adulthood. What’s technically referred to as 
“dangerous anthropogenic interference with the climate system” and colloquially known as 
“catastrophe” is warming so dramatic that it’s apt to obliterate whole nations (such as the Marshall 
Islands and the Maldives) and destroy entire ecosystems (such as coral reefs). A host of scientific 
studies suggest that a temperature increase of two degrees Celsius (3.6 degrees Fahrenheit) or more 
would qualify. A great many studies suggest that. warming of 1.5 degrees Celsius (2.7 degrees 
Fahrenheit) would be enough to do the trick. At current emissions rates, the 1.5-degree threshold will 
be crossed in about a decade. As Drew Shindell, an atmospheric scientist at Duke University, told 
Science, “No longer can we say the window for action will close soon—we’re here now.” 


So how hot—which is to say, how bad—will things get? One of the difficulties of making such 


predictions is that there are so many forms of uncertainty, from the geopolitical to the geophysical. 


(No one, for example, knows exactly where various “climate tipping points” lie.) That being said, Pll 
offer three scenarios. 


In one scenario—let’s call this “blue skies”—the world will finally decide to “stop waffling” 
and start to bring emissions down more or less immediately. In the U.S., proponents of the Green 
New Deal have proposed a “ten-year national mobilization” in order to meet a hundred per cent of 
the country’s power demand “through clean, renewable, and zero-emission energy sources.” Such a 
timetable is obviously fantastically ambitious, but not for this reason infeasible. According to a report 
by the International Energy Agency, using technologies now available, offshore wind turbines could 
provide the country with twice as much electricity as it currently uses, and, according to some 
estimates, weaning the U.S. off fossil fuels would create tens of millions of jobs. 


Bending the emissions curve globally is an even more formidable challenge. Leaders of many 
developing nations point out the injustice in asking their countries to forgo carbon-based fuels just 
because richer nations have already blown through the world’s carbon budget. India, which will soon 
overtake China as the world’s most populous country, gets three-quarters of its electricity from coal, 
and that proportion has, at least until recently, been growing. Still, it’s possible to imagine that global 
‘missions could peak in the next decade or so. (At the U.N. last month, China’s President, Xi 
Jinping, pledged that his country’s emissions would crest by 2030.) Owing to the pandemic, 
emissions worldwide are expected to drop by about five per cent this year, compared with 2019. This 
would be the largest year-to-year drop since the Second World War, and it could mark an inflection 
Point. Were it to be sustained, the increase in global temperatures could be held to less than two 

“grees Celsius. The world in 2050 would still be hotter than it is now, but it would also be less 
Polluted, less given over to vast concentrations of oil wealth, and, in all likelihood, more just. As 
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Narasimha Rao, a professor at Yale’s School of Forestry & Environmental Studies, put it in the 
Times, it’s hard to see how serious global-emissions cuts could take place without “increased 


attention to equity.” 

Alternatively, global emissions could continue to grow through the middle of the century and, 
along with them, global inequality. In this scenario, by 2050 a temperature increase of two degrees 
Celsius would, for all intents and purposes, be locked in. Developed nations would have constructed 
storm-surge barriers to keep out the sea and erected border walls to keep out refugees. They would 
also have started to air-condition the outdoors. Developing nations, meanwhile, would have been left 
to fend for themselves. To a certain extent, all of this is already happening. A study published in 
2019 by Noah Diffenbaugh and Marshall Burke, both of Stanford University, found that in the past 
fifty years warming had slowed economic growth in those parts of the world which have emitted the 
least carbon, perhaps by as much as twenty-five per cent. “Not only have poor countries not shared in 
the full benefits of energy consumption, but many have already been made poorer (in relative terms) 
by the energy consumption of wealthy countries,” the two wrote. Qatar, one of the world’s hottest 
countries and also one of the richest, already cools its soccer stadiums and its outdoor malls. 


In a third scenario, global warming could by 2050 produce global conflict that draws in poor 
nations and rich ones alike. This, too, atready seems, to a certain extent, to be taking place. A 
significant body of research suggests that the Syrian civil war was caused, at least in part, by a 
drought that pushed more than a million people out of their villages. The war, which has claimed 
some four hundred thousand lives, has, in the course of nearly a decade of bloodshed, involved the 
U.S., Russia, Saudi Arabia, Iran, and Turkey. Future droughts in the Middle East are apt to be even 
more severe and prolonged, as are droughts in other volatile regions, like the Horn of Africa. It 
doesn’t seem that it would take too many more Syrian-scale conflicts to destabilize large swaths of 
the globe. At the very least, climate change “will endanger the stability of the international political 
order and the global trading networks upon which American prosperity rests,” Michael Klare, an 
expert on resource competition and a professor at Hampshire College, has written. “As conditions 
deteriorate, the United States could face an even more perilous outcome: conflict among the great 
powers themselves.” 


If all these scenarios appear to be either too unrealistic or too unpleasant, I invite readers to 
write their own. Here’s the one stipulation: it must involve drastic change. At this point, there’s 
simply no possible future that averts dislocation. The horrific fires this fall in California and Oregon, 
which were, in a manner of speaking, stoked by climate change, serve as a preview of the world to 
come. As Andrew Dessler, a professor of atmospheric sciences at Texas A. & M. University, recently 
put it, “If you don’t like all of the climate disasters happening in 2020, I have some bad news for you 
about the rest of your life.” Billions of people will have to dramatically change the way they live or 
the world will change dramatically or some combination of the two. My experience reporting on 
climate change, which now spans almost twenty years, has convinced me that the most extreme 
outcomes are, unfortunately, among the most likely. As the warnings have grown more dire and the 
consequences of warming more obvious, emissions have only increased that much faster. Until the 
coronavirus hit, they were tracking the highest of the so-called pathways studied by the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. If this continues, the I.P.C.C. projects that, by the end 
of this century, global temperatures will have risen by almost eight degrees Fahrenheit. Let’s just say 
that at that point no amount of outdoor air-conditioning will be sufficient. 
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A few years ago, I interviewed James Hanse 
Hansen retired from NASA in 2013, but he has conti 
gel arrested protesting projects like the Keystone 
failure. When I asked him if he had a message for 
sorry we're leaving such a fucking mess,” 


S 
young people, he said, “The simple thing is I’m 


INDO-PACIFIC POLICY OF UNITED STATES 
AND CONFLICT WITH CHINA 


“The Mediterranean” is the ocean of the past, The “Atlanti2® is the ocean of the present, and 
“The Pacific, the ocean of the future,” said John Hay, US secretary of state (1898-1905) ie: a 
century ago. This marks the beginning of the Unites States’ strategic engagement with Asia. 

The 21st century has seen the rise of Asia and it is also called the ‘Asian Century’. Asia is a 
diverse continent with various countries, history, culture, language, government, economy and every 
other aspect. The Western powers have been and still continue to be dependent on many of the Asian 
countries for their economic growth and national interest to a certain extent. 


Introduction 


The recent emergence of Asia as a formidable military and economic power with countries like 
China, India, Japan, South Korea and North Korea constitutes the most significant development in. 
the post-Cold War international politics. Countries like Singapore, Malaysia, Thailand, Indonesia and 
the Philippines have also shown tremendous economic growth and stability in the past decade. It 
incubates a new world order with evident signals for a radical shift in international power equations. 
These developments in the Asia-Pacific and the growing companionship between India and the US 
have caught attention across the globe. 

The 21st century is unarguable the Asian century. It has seen the rise of many developing . 
countries and third world countries. It has also interested the western powers to invest and trade more 
in the region. Asia has seen phenomenal growth in the present century when compared to the 
previous ones where some of the countries were still colonised and dependent on big powers for . 
survival. For a long time now, we know that maritime trade routes are one of the best and easiest and 
also most competitive ways of geo-economics. !ndo-Pacific is no exception to it. Big powers in the 
region like China, the US, India and Australia along with other countries are trying to cooperate and 
coordinate with each other. 

A view across the region indicates the presence of complex challenges. The US-Afghan . 
relation is in a strategic dilemma. The ongoing controversy between Iran and the United States share 
an unfitted Complex challenges are many in the region due to its diverse population and varied 
governments. There is still political instability in many parts of the continent with issues booming 
every single day. Despite all the complexities that this region faces, it still continues to grow better 
and stronger for relationships with other countries. 
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Nature of Affairs in the Region 


Pakistan, on the other hand, has its border issues with India. Nepal, Bangladesh and Myanmar 


states that have their own internal issues to deal with in the region. Militarily, Indo-Pacific is full of 
rce of armed conflicts. In addition, the maritime disputes and 


flashpoints that serve as a potential sou a 
continuous violations by China’s aggressive posture and violations of the international norms in the 
Spratly Island, Anti-Access/Area-Denial (A2/AD) and Nine-dash line in the South China Sea and the 


East China Sea are heightening the tension. For a region to be strong and steady, the nations of that 
region should have relative peace that necessitates better cooperation and coordination which is 
negligible in Asia. | 

The interests of the US, China India and other regional players, along with the strategic 
significance of the South China Sea and the East China Sea, make the region a volatile one. The rise 
of China and its ambition to establish hegemony in Asia directly challenges the primacy of the US, 
Therefore, the role of India in this subsequent power struggle is of strategic importance and interest. 
The unprecedented rise of China could be the result of the strategic convergence between India and 
the US. The basic reasons for the conflictual relationship between China and the US could possibly 
be because of the South and East China seas and also on trade, investment and security basis. 
Chinese actions in conflicts over Taiwan and the South China Sea are reflective of not only China’s 
rise but also its growing hegemonic stance. Taiwan is being supported by the US in the Indo-Pacific 
by elevating the island’s status. “China Standards 2035” is a plan that focuses on China becoming the 
“Technology Superpower” following the “Made in China 2025” leaving behind Europe and the US. 
By 2049, marking China’s 100th anniversary, Chinese President Xi aims at China becoming a 
developed nation and its grand plan to take over the world. Xi calls it “the great rejuvenation of the 
Chinese nation” by taking over the No.1 position in the global world order, replacing the US. 


Objectives/Perceptions of Indo Pacific Strategy (IPS) for Stakeholders 


Although many academic articles and maritime strategic discussions currently discuss the IPS, 
it is necessary to understand what it means to each of the major players, so as to evaluate the progress 


and challenges of the concept. 


United States 

By 2015, China’s blue water maritime power was growing, and China was seen as a regional 
maritime rival by the US. In order to contain China at sea, the US Navy, Marine Corps and the Coast 
Guard integrated concepts promulgated by the new version of the Cooperative Strategy with the 
prime objective of warfare and concept of forward defence in March 2015. This document describes 
the Indo-Asia-Pacific region as a region of increased significance for America and its allies and 
partners. This was the first time the Asia-Pacific term included a separate reference to the region 
‘Indo’ due to the growing importance of the Indian Ocean in global maritime trade and strategic 
competition. This strategy document also stated that “America’s economy and security are 
inextricably linked to the immense volume of trade that flows across the Indian and Pacific oceans. 
The economic importance, security interests, and geography of this vast maritime region dictate a 
growing reliance on naval forces to protect US interests and maintain an enduring commitment to the 
stability of the region.” 


| In regards China, the same document stated, “China’s naval expansion into the Indian and 
Pacific oceans presents both opportunities and challenges. For example, China supports counter 
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piracy operations in the Gulf of Aden, Conducts h 
missions nate by its app ital ship, and participates in large-scale, multinational naval exercises. 
The National Security Strategy of th mulgated in December 2017 presented a clear 
view of how the US ee the Indo- It provides the top-most position to the ‘Indo- 
pacific’ region in the section dealing with ‘The Strategy in a Regianal Context’, before Europe and 
rlier, and Suggest that the US must marshal the 


umanitarian assistance and disaster response 


S a revisionist power, which would undermine the 
hallenge US’ predominance (Indo-Pacific Strategy 
and Promoting a Networked Region, 2019). The US also 
ia as allies in its effort of pushing forward the IPS. The 


een these four countries in the Indo-Pacific Ocean is another 
component of US’ strategy for Indo-Pacific. Conducting of Freedom of Navigation Operations 


(FONOPs) by the US and now with UK warships is also part of this grand IPS. Renewed focus of the 
‘US, Japan and India vying to support and win over other smaller states specially in the Indian Ocean 
is another component of the IPS of the US. This region will witness seamless integration of multiple 


elements of national power of the US and other allies, including diplomacy, information, economics, 
finance, intelligence, law enforcement, and military. 


Japan 

The vision of a ‘Free and Open Indo-Pacific Region’ can properly be attributed to Japan’s 
Prime Minister Abe, who articulated the term in 2007. Due to political reasons, Abe could not 
develop this concept during his first term of Premiership. Yet, he materialized the concept during his 
fourth premiership in 2017, in which his government released the significant policy document — 
‘Priority Policy for Development in 2017’. It wrote: “Japan will promote strategic and effective 
development cooperation to advance its foreign policy, including the “Free and Open Indo-Pacific 
Strategy” (Priority Policy for Development Cooperation, 2017). Japan’s “free and open Indo-Pacific 
strategy’ focuses on combining two continents: Asia, which is rapidly growing and Africa, which 
possesses huge potential for growth, as well as two oceans: the Pacific Ocean and the Indian Ocean. 
The stated objective was to promote stability and prosperity of the combined region as a whole. As 
Japan is a net importer of oil, securing the safety and security of sea lanes across the Indian and 
Western Pacific oceans is an utmost priority for them. This policy also stated the fact Japan no longer 
Wished to be confined as a regional player but wishes to undertake a more robust international role. 


autonomy of countries across the region and c 
Report: Preparedness, Partnership, 
considers Japan, Australia and Ind 
quadrilateral Security dialogue betw 


Abe’s attempt to undertake revision to the constitution coincide with Japan’s Free and Open 
Indo-Pacific Strategy as Japanese armed forces are expected to play a more robust and forward 
deployed role in more proactively defending Japan’s interests in a wider ocean area. Japan believes 
that the threat from China is not only at sea but to their own territory. Japan feels that China is 
asserting Sovereignty in almost in all East China Sea (ECS) and South China Sea (SCS) Islands. 
Japan is keen in maintaining Free and Open Maritime Order in the Indo-Pacific Region and believes 


ee 
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i eclamation work and militarization of the maritime features in the SCS, Ir 
spn ene 7 edom of navigation and halts provocative activities, the allied forces will 
China pays respect to the piara China. If China continues its current maritime offensive activities, 
aiso halt os apn a policy may appear in the near future. This could lead to sea 
i allied pi os and SCS and may result in naval engagements. Japan feels that China Should 
nee ania but China should also follow international norms and rules. 


Australia a 

Australia is in a unique position in the Indo-Pacific construct. In the Indian Ocean, Australia is 
considered to be an active member in both the Indian Ocean Naval Symposium (IONS) and Indian 
Ocean Rim Association (IORA), which are Indian initiatives. The Australian Defence White Paper of 
2009 has identified the following with regard to the Indo-Pacific: the Indian Ocean will have greater 
strategic significance in the period up to 2030, and will become an increasingly Important global 
trading thoroughfare, particularly for energy supplies between Asia and the Middle East. (Defence 
White Paper, 2009) However, there is no mention about countering the rise of China but only 
managing Sino-US relations. 

Then, in the Defence White Paper 2013, Australia has reinforced the critical importance of the 
US-China relationship in shaping Indo-Pacific strategic environment and suggests that ensuring the 
Indo-Pacific system is predominantly a maritime environment that must not be mismanaged, 
(Defence White Paper, 2013) Later, in the Defence White Paper of 2016, Australia highlighted the 
need for maintaining a rules-based global order for growing the prosperity of Indo-Pacific, 
Australia’s need for open access to trading partners, not allowing the misuse of power, and arguing 
that threats could be managed through discussion and negotiation based on international law. This 
white paper furthermore indicates that China’s growth of national power, including its military 
modernization, will have a major impact on the stability of the Indo-Pacific through 2035, and 
emphasizes that China needs to provide reassurance to its neighbours by being more transparent 
about its defence policies. (Defence White Paper, 2016) 


The Australian government’s white paper of foreign policy of 2017 acknowledges that the 
international environment has changed significantly and discussed the challenges posed by the rise of 
China. The paper also points out the need to shape the region in association of like-minded 
democracies that serves Australia’s interests and commitment to rules-based institutions. Australia 
see the actions by China in the South China and East China seas as major ‘fault lines’, which 
challenges the rules-based international order. (Foreign Policy White Paper, 2017) 


India 


To sustain the economic development and prosperity of its large population, India depends on 
the Indian Ocean greatly to obtain its energy requirements and carry out maritime trade. Therefore, 
the Indo-Pacific is the lifeline for India just like for many other countries. As India has never 
previously faced such a strategic challenge in its maritime periphery/Indian Ocean backyard before it 
was brought by China, it is hoping that linking “Act East” up with the IPS will help rebalance 
relationships in its own backyard. 


Nonetheless, adjusting to China’s inroad to the Indian Ocean region is a new phenomenon 
which India has not prepared itself well for. A reason for this is that India has very little intention of 
linking up with the IPS and trying to rebalance Chinese influence beyond South Asia. In other words, 
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coast of the US. However, the newly formed US Indo 
border of Indi i 
nly up to the western ndia. India consid 
ya vot like tó Be'dicisted by thes apea sy Itself as the leader of the Indian Ocean and 
5 the ‘Raj Legacy’, a legacy left by the British when t i : 
a M E V AA n they left the Indian Ocean which means that 


ASEAN 


Ever since US President Trump announced the 
2017, the 10-member countries of the ASEAN have 
toward it. However, they all have been anxious on what the possible long-term implicati 
regional architecture would be, Some SCS claimants, j : ae ra 





“Free and Open Indo-Pacific” in November 


Japan, India and even Australia as a potential force to 
They view the US’ IPS as a significant Opportunity 


strategy, in order to sustain its interests in island controlling and resource exploration in the South 
China Sea. But the other members countries try to avoid taking side between the US and China and 
would rather seek a balance between the two countries’ Strategic alignments and economic interests. 
For instance, Indonesia has been pushing ASEAN to announce its vision for the IPS, in order to keep 
ASEAN’s ‘Centrality’ in IPS and integrate China’s BRI with IPS. In addition, ASEAN’s “Indo- 
Pacific Outlook” concept paper has emphasized common interests such as development and 
prosperity, and further seeks to prioritize cooperation in maritime affairs, regional connectivity and 


achieving the United Nations’ global sustainable development goals. ASEAN states also have 
ambitions to broker a stable balance of power by means of multilateral and b 


Main Challenges of the IPS to China 


From China’s point of view, countries like Australia, Japan and India have put relevant ideas at 
the governmental and academic levels long before the Trump administration formally proposed the 
establishment of a “Free and Open Indo-Pacific” order in November 2017. In general, it is common 
sense among four countries that regard the Indian Ocean and Pacific Ocean as a joint geopolitical 
unit to strengthen cooperation in maritime issues, defence, economy and diplomacy. The US is the 
leading country of the IPS, with China as the main target. In this regard, India is seen as the US’ most 
critical ally in the region for it to depend upon. 


ilateral mechanisms. 


From the background of the IPS and its subsequent arrangement, America mainly focuses on 
two points: 


I. Preventing China from obtaining absolute power in the Indo-Pacific region, including 
South East Asia and the Indian Ocean region. In the US view, this would lead to China 
enjoying overwhelming advantages on maritime issues, having absolute domination of 
regional economic development, and having absolute discourse power on regional security 
and economic rules. 


The IPS aims to maintain America’s control in the Indo-Pacific region, such as control of 
sea lanes and regional economic agenda. On the one hand, the IPS would balance China 
through supporting India and building quadrilateral security cooperation oon tt in 
order to deal with the possible situation that China may obtain unilateral overwhelming 
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force advantage and try to exclude the US from regional economic and Security org 
building. The US, on the other hand, incorporates India in the geopolitical architecture i 
by the IPS to maintain its influence in developing the security and economic Order of 
South Asia and the Indian Ocean region. 
From the perspective of China, the real intention of the IPS is to construct an exclusive 
regional group to counter China. The implementation of this strategy will pose challenges to China at 
least in three aspects: strategic extension, regional economic cooperation, and protection of regional 


vital interests. 

The first is strategic collision with China. After 40 years’ development, China has become an 
indispensable participant and defender of the international system, and in this process, China’, 
interests have expanded globally. Especially with China becoming the world’s second-largest 
economy, the world’s largest goods trader and the largest energy importer, direct investment of 
Chinese enterprises has reached up to $1.8 trillion in more than 189 countries and regions, In 
addition, there are more than 10 million Chinese studying and working around the world. The Us 
remains the world’s largest economy and military and political superpower. Its allies, partnerships, 
military bases, multinational corporations and intelligence agencies reach all parts of the globe, 
Moreover, from this point of view, the overseas interests of China inevitably encounter competition 
and pressure from the US. 

Secondly, it is about the impact of China’s regional economic cooperation initiative. As many 
American scholars have argued, the BRI is a strategic arrangement with the purpose of expansion of 
geo-political and geo-economic sphere of influence. The IPS proposed by the US is partly meant to 
counterbalance its possible influence on the dominant position of regional order in the Indo-Pacific, 
Hence, the IPS will necessarily pose competitive challenges to the implementation of BRI, despite 
the IPS lacking financial commitment. 

The final point is about the challenge to China in management of the South China Sea (SCS) 
situation and safeguarding maritime rights. Since 2012, the US has been deeply involved in the 
territorial and maritime jurisdiction disputes among China, the Philippines, Vietnam, Malaysia and 
Brunei, and also rapidly strengthening its military deployment in the SCS. Under the Trump 
administration, the US has carried out more than 14 FONOPs against China in the SCS and also 
invited the UK to conduct joint military exercises. The SCS issue has become a working point for the 
US to contain China from further extension of its economic, political, diplomatic and military power. 


ABARAHAM ACCORDS 


US President Donald Trump has presided over the historic signing of diplomatic agreements 
between two Gulf states and Israel, a move that could dramatically alter the political landscape of the 
Middle East. 

Israel’s prime minister Benjamin Netanyahu and the Emirati and Bahraini foreign ministers 
attended the ceremony at the White House, where they sealed the divisive “Abraham Accords” in 
front of more than 700 guests. 

Although hailed by President Trump as “peace agreements”, they do not end active wars. 
Instead, they formalise normalisation between the UAE, Bahrain and Israel. Until recently Israel was, 
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in the Arab world, recognised by eal 
palestinian conflict. 


Both deals in the accords have bee . 
back” and “betrayal”. n vehemently rejected by the Palestinians as a “stab in the 


J i 
y Jordan and Egypt because of regional stances on the Israeli- 


What are the Details of the Agreements? 


Tolerance and interfaith co- 


» Innovation, aviation, environment and energy to spur 
puts stress on countering extremism and launching a 
"strategic agenda for the Middle East", together with the US 3 : 

The aes at the importance of negotiated peace between the Israelis and the 
Palestinians, and the need to meet their goals and aspirations. But the text does not make any mention 
of key issues between the Palestinians and the Israelis, such as the status of Al Aqsa Mosque 
compound. It does refer to Israel's peace treaties with Jordan and Egypt. 


There is also a point in the text related to security in which the UAE and Israel agree to prevent 
any "terrorist or hostile activities" against each other. 

The UN charter is mentioned and reflects the importance of not undermining any multilateral 
commitments made by either country or any other obligations they might have related to treaties with 
other countries. The agreement will be registered with the UN and must still be legally ratified by 
both the UAE and Israel. They also commit to passing or repealing any necessary legislation to make 
the accord work. Any disputes that may arise will be settled through arbitration. 


Why Now? 

It is no secret that both the UAE and Bahrain have been creeping towards normalisation with 
Israel over the last few years, as the axis of power and influence in the region has shifted. 

Rather than the 70-year-old Israeli-Palestinian conflict, the main concern for many Gulf 
nations centres on the regional role played by Iran, which is also Israel’s number one enemy. 

For the UAE, still embroiled in a ruinous five-year war against Iran-backed Houthi rebels in 
Yemen, intelligence sharing and military cooperation with Israel would be strategic. Meanwhile, 
Bahrain’s Sunni rulers have long accused its Shia majority population engaged in years of anti- 


government protests as being stirred up and even led by Iran. l 
Another long-term foe of Israel is the Hamas militant group that runs Gaza, and is an offshoot 


of the Muslim Brotherhood, one of the main enemies of the UAE. E es 
And so, in 2015 Israel opened a diplomatic office in Abu Dhabi tied to the ape 

Renewable Peny Agency. Three years later Israeli ministers mo the Emirati capital and at the 

same time Israeli athletes began participating in competitions held there. i a ci 
Meanwhile, Bahrain hosted the Peace to Prosperity comerene last une j ‘ sat fea 

the economic a of its Middle East peace plan, which for the first time s j 

and businessmen permitted to enter the capital Manama. , 
In Israel, the timing is fortuitous on ae 

minister after forging a choppy alliance with his electi 


o only narrowly kept his position as prime 
| in April following three inconclusive 
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votes in less than a year. In January, he was formally indicted on corruption charges across three 
trials. More recently he has been confronted with protests against his handling of the Coronavirys 
Signing deals with two Gulf states is a major diplomatic win for him at a tricky time. 


Donald Trump, meanwhile, has faced defeat at the hands of Joe Biden in November amid 
mounting anger over his handling of the pandemic that has ravaged the US economy. He has also 
been criticised for his reaction to mass unrest, police brutality and most recently huge Wildfires. 
Trump’s official peace plan for the region was embarrassingly rejected by the Palestinian leadership 
that cut ties with Washington. These two fresh agreements have allowed Trump to point to his other 
diplomatic work in the Middle East. 


What do all Sides Hope to Gain? 


One of the biggest advantages for the UAE, a country playing a growing political and military 
role in the region, is the promise of advanced US weapons, specifically warplanes. 


Although US officials have denied the link, Washington has been working on an arms sale 
which could reportedly see Abu Dhabi purchase long-sought F-35 stealth fighter jets, Reaper drones 
and EA-18G Growler planes. This is despite resistance from Israel, concerned it may lose its US- 
protected “qualitative military edge” in the region. 


Bahrain will also likely gain greater access to purchases of US air defence systems, while both 
states will reap the benefits of trading openly with Israel, which is home to one of the world’s most 
advanced tech sectors. 


For Israel, isolated in the region because of its ongoing occupation of Palestinian land, these 
deals will not only allow it to trade with the UAE and Bahrain but the agreements will likely open the 
door for more of the Gulf to follow suit. 


What do the Palestinians think? 


The fractured Palestinian leadership is united in its condemnation of the agreements with both 
the Palestinian Authority, anchored in the West Bank, and Hamas in Gaza, calling it a “stab in 
the back.” 


Most recently the Palestine Liberation Organisation called Bahrain’s decision to follow suit “a 
betrayal of Jerusalem, Al-Aqsa and the Palestinian cause”, describing it as “extremely dangerous.” 


The deals are supposedly rooted in the Saudi Arabia-led Arab Peace Initiative, which stated 
that Israel would only win full recognition from the Arab world if it resolved the conflict with the 
Palestinians and granted them the right to statehood. However, the Palestinians, and several experts, 
argue that Israel has promised nothing tangible in exchange for normalisation, and so has been 
effectively rewarded for its actions, including threatening to break international law with annexation. 


Certainly, Emirati ministers told The Independent that Israel halting annexation was not a 
condition for the agreement. Annexation or a two-state solution to the Crisis, meanwhile, is not 
mentioned in the joint statements between Bahrain, UAE and the US. | 

What does the rest of the region think and what will this mean in the future? While the deal has 
been largely welcomed within Israel and the UAE there has been some criticism from Israeli settlers 


and far right voters, who fear that Israel will halt its plans to annex swathes of the West Bank 
including major settlements locks. 
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There has also been disapproval from within Bahrain’s Shia population who have argued the 
move does not bring peace to Palestinians still living under occupation. 


jt has also been criticised by Iran, Iran-backed rebels the Houthis, and Turkey — although 


Ankara formally recognises Israel. 


Why the UAE-Israel deal may fail to kick-start peace process across Middle 
East? 
Officials in Kuwait, which had been among the states thought to follow the UAE’s Bahrain’s 


and Sudan’s lead, told local media that it would be the “last to normalise” relations with Israel. Saudi 
Arabia has remained noticeably silent. 


That said experts speculate that Bahrain would not have been able to push ahead with this deal 
without the tacit approval from Riyadh, because of the close ties and dependence Bahrain has on its 
larger neighbour. Saudi Arabia also permitted the first direct flight between Tel Aviv and Abu Dhabi 
to fly over its airspace, prompting speculation it could consider a move towards Israel. Egypt and 
Jordan, who have keystone peace deals with Israel, have welcomed the move, as has Oman, which 
hosted Netanyahu in 2018 and is among the states pitted to normalise ties with Israel next. 


Doha Deal and Afghanistan Peace Process 


The Agreement for Bringing Peace to Afghanistan, signed by the Taliban and the United States 
in Doha on February 29, 2020 laid the foundations for an end to the war in Afghanistan. The 
agreement mandates the prevention of Afghan soil being used by any group that threatens the 
security of the United States or its allies and the announcement of a timeline for the withdrawal of all 
foreign troops. If both these conditions are implemented, intra-Afghan talks should then begin to 
negotiate a lasting cease-fire. Barring complications, including a US policy shit should Democrats 
win the election in November, the United States and NATO are now scheduled to withdraw their 
forces from the country in early 2021, after nearly 20 years at war. 


President Trump sees the signing of the Doha agreement as the fulfilment of a key 2016 
election promise and a boon to his re-election hopes. In a rush to work within such a timeline, 
however, the US negotiating team, led by former Amb. Zalmay Khalilzad, made concessions that 
have weakened the Afghan government and strengthened the Taliban. . 


The deal was also, if not a US concession of defeat, an admission that it could not win. The 
Taliban have claimed it as a victory. In Doha, upon the signing of the agreement, the Taliban 
delegation erupted into cries of “God is great.” With US airstrikes halted after the ceremony, the 
Taliban held victory parades in broad daylight in their strongholds. According to fighters interviewed 
on both sides, that fearlessness has continued since February in rural Afghanistan. 

Trump’s impatience forced Khalilzad into negotiating without the Afghan government, a 
concession former Amb. Ryan Crocker said amounts to “surrender,” and led to an agreement that 
requires little of the Taliban in return. The Taliban left the Doha negotiations in a commanding 
Position and have continued to press their advantage with a new offensive targeting Afghan security 
forces that has taken advantage of the Kabul government’s disarray. 


The Making of the Doha Agreement 


Trump entered office promising to end the war in Afghanistan, but former military, generals 
Serving on his national security team convinced him to change course. In his August 2017 South Asia 
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Strategy, he vowed to throw the full weight of US military, economic and diplomatic power into 
bringing an end to the war. The rate of US airstrikes spiked immediately, and in both 2018 and 2019, 
the US Air Force conducted more airstrikes than in any other year since 2001. The Taliban Suffered 
severe personnel losses countrywide. 

The pressure may have prompted a February 2018 open letter from the Taliban calling on the 
United States to reassess its policies toward Afghanistan. Although by no means a surrender, the 
letter offered renewed hope for diplomacy. 


In October 2018, under pressure from US diplomats, Pakistan released Mullah Abdul Ghani 
Baradar, a senior Taliban official known for his pro-peace stance, after eight years in prison. It was 
hoped he would propel the Taliban toward peace talks. In November, three weeks after the 
commander of US forces in Afghanistan Gen. Austin Miller conceded publicly that the war could not 
be won militarily, the first round of formal talks between the US and Taliban officials took place in 
Doha. The Taliban agreed to the talks on the condition that the Ghani government, which it views as 
an American “puppet,” would not be involved. 


Trump had previously asserted that “America’s enemies must never know our plans or believe 
they can wait us out.” But when Secretary of State Mike Pompeo was asked in July 2019 whether 
Trump wished to withdraw from Afghanistan before the 2020 election, he replied, “That’s my 
directive from the president of the United States.” He walked back the comments the next day, but 
the point had been made: The president’s motives for a withdrawal were driven more by his 2020 re- 
election hopes than by national interest, let alone the well-being of Afghanistan. 


Talks continued in Doha, and on September 2, 2019 after nine rounds, Khalilzad told reporters 
that a deal between the United States and the Taliban had been reached “in principle.” But then, three 
days later, the Taliban claimed responsibility for a suicide car bombing in Kabul that claimed the life 
of a US service member and 11 others. Trump responded by cancelling the peace negotiations 
indefinitely. “What kind of people would kill so many in order to seemingly strengthen their 
bargaining position?” he wrote on Twitter. “They didn’t, they only made it worse!. How many more 
decades are they willing to fight?” 


Trump may not have wanted to know the answer to his question. As for his reprimand for the 
Taliban’s failure to commit to a reduction in violence, Pompeo backed him up, seemingly oblivious 
to his own hypocrisy as he noted that 1,000 Taliban had been killed in the past 10 days. Some 
analysts saw the move as a stalling tactic but one that could provide extra leverage when talks 
resumed — which they eventually did. 


Any leverage Trump may have gained by breaking off talks last September were hard to 


discern in the agreement signed in February after a weeklong, countrywide reduction in violence by 
both sides. 


Contents of the Deal 


Following nine rounds of discussions, negotiators signed a “peace agreement” in February 
2020 that addresses four main issues: 


e  Cease-fire. Negotiators agreed to a temporary reduction in violence and said that a lasting 


cease-fire among US, Taliban, and Afghan forces will be part of intra-Afghan 
negotiations. 
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e Withdrawal of foreign forces. The United States agreed to reduce its number of troops in 
the country from roughly 12,000 to 8,600 within 135 days. If the Taliban follows through 
on its commitments, all US and other foreign troops will leave Afghanistan within 
fourteen months. Experts have cautioned that pulling troops out too quickly could be 
destabilizing. 

e Intra-Afghan negotiations. The Taliban agreed to start talks with the Afghan government 
in March 2020. Throughout the negotiating process, the Taliban had resisted direct talks 
with the government. calling it an American puppet. But the Taliban has more recently 
indicated that talks are possible, with deputy Taliban leader Siraj-ud-Din Haqqani writing 
in New York Times op-ed, “If we can reach an agreement with a foreign enemy, we must 
be able to resolve intra-Afghan disagreements through talks.” 

o Counterterrorism assurances. The United States invaded Afghanistan following the 
September 11, 2001, attacks largely to eliminate the threat of terrorism, so it seeks to halt 
terrorist activities in the country, including by al-Qaeda and the self-proclaimed Islamic 
State. As part of the agreement, the Taliban guaranteed that Afghanistan will not be used 
by any of its members, other individuals, or terrorist groups to threaten the security of the 
United States and its allies. 

US officials have also stressed protecting women’s rights. Prior to the 2001 overthrow of the 

Taliban, the group shuttered girls’ schools and prevented women from working, among other abuses. 
This issue could be discussed during intra-Afghan talks. 


After Doha 


Zalmai, a member of the Afghen National Police stationed on the frontline in Wardak 
province, was of the opinion that the Talitan had become emboldened since Doha. “They’re fighting 
for longer during their attacks because they don’t have to worry about US aircraft,” he said inside a 
checkpoint overlooking a Taliban-controlled valley south of the provincial capital. 


A low-level Taliban commander from Wardak’s Day Mirdad district who goes by the name 
Keramatullah confirmed this. Before the Doha agreement “we were suffering very severely from 
airstrikes,” he said by phone. “So we have less stress than before.” With no US air support coming to 
disrupt attacks in progress, he said, “we can spend a lot of time fighting.” 


A Weakened Afghan Government 


The Afghan government had every reason to be irritated about the outcome in Doha. Afghan 
President Ashraf Ghani had not been consulted about the prisoner swap but was forced to consent — 
further diminishing his leverage — to allow progress toward talks. A plan for the gradual release of 
Taliban prisoners was outlined in a March 10 presidential decree on the condition that fighters didn’t 
return to the battlefield and that violence was significantly reduced. But while standing firm against 
the Taliban’s disregard for the conditions of his decree projects strength, as Jonathan Schroden, who 
directs the Center for Stability and Development, and the Special Operations Program at the CNA 
Corporation stated that the Taliban’s “leverage continues to increase the longer this all drags on.” 


. National politics, too, have threatened Ghani’s authority. His main rival, Abdullah Abdullah, 
initially rejected the election results announced in February. A months-long standoff ensued, 
Prompting Pompeo to threaten to withdraw a billion dollars in aid — a threat that further undermined 
the government. Finally, in May, a power-sharing deal was signed. Ghani would continue as 
President and Abdullah would lead peace talks. | 
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Kabul also had serious cause for concern with the agreement over the loss of unconstrained Us 
military support, on which the ANSF had relied desperately since taking responsibility for security in 
December 2014. Without it — particularly air support — the Taliban would undoubtedly have seized 
more territory in that time, and its brief occupations of provincial capitals in Kunduz (2015 and 
2016), Ghazni (2018) and Farah (2018) would have been far harder to counter. The government 


would have likely struggled to survive at all without US air support. 


The Taliban’s Demands 

The Taliban’s plan for the day foreign troops leave Afghanistan has always been vague. It is 
broadly believed that even the group’s faintly modernized political leaders will never accept 
democracy and will be unwilling to negotiate for much less than a return to a system like the one they 
practised before their 2001 ouster. Michael Semple, a scholar and adviser on conflict resolution from 
Queens University, Belfast, told recently “from my probing of the Taliban leadership, I have not seen 
evidence that they expect a negotiated outcome.” Their motives for agreeing to negotiations with 
Kabul, he believes, were merely the price of admission for the Doha agreement and the legitimacy 
that came with it. “Their long-term aim and expectation,” he says, is “that they will re-establish the 
emirate, with a full political monopoly.” Unlike the Americans, the Taliban haven’t wavered in their 
resolve or demands for what will come after negotiations, and there is no reason to suspect they will 
lose their nerve now. A low-level Taliban commander in Wardak province stated in June, “We will 
accept some reforms but, more or less, we want a return to the days of the Emirate.” 

For his part, Ghani hasn’t spoken about how negotiations with the Taliban will affect the future 
of Afghanistan. At a recent Atlantic Council forum, however, he stated his broad goal of an “endstate 
of a constitutional democratic Afghanistan.” When asked whether he would step aside for an interim 
government if the parties to the talks called for it, Ghani said that such a discussion was “premature.” 
He added that Mohammad Najibullah, who led the communist government through the departure of 
the Soviets in 1989, “made the mistake of his life” by resigning. As Ghani well knows, Najibullah 
was ultimately captured by the Taliban, tortured, castrated and hung in a public square. Ghani 
concluded with a plea: “Please don’t ask us to replay a film that we already know well.” 


Pakistan’s Interests in Afghanistan 

There are two things Pakistan does not want in Afghanistan. The first is a hasty American 
withdrawal. To Pakistan, that evokes the time period after the Soviet-Afghan war, which fuelled its 
sense of and narrative of abandonment, setting the stage for many of Pakistan’s subsequent 
destructive behaviours. | 

Pakistan also does not want an unfriendly government in Kabul — to be precise, it does not 
want a government that is more friendly with India than it is with Pakistan. And it is no secret that it 
has had a rough relationship with the current Afghan government. 

Thus, one could conjecture that Pakistan wants some kind of power-sharing arrangement to 
emerge in Afghanistan. If the Taliban has a large enough role, the government is likely to be 
friendlier to Pakistan. But I would caution against assuming that Pakistan wants the Taliban in 
complete control in Afghanistan. For one, Pakistan’s relationship with the Taliban is not seamless. 
Two, Pakistan does not want an Islamic emirate in the vein of 1990s Afghanistan on its western 
border. That didn’t work out well for Pakistan — and a sequence of events led to it becoming the 
target of terror for years. 
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In some ways, the status quo is working for Pakistan. It seeks to sustain its status as a key 
layer in some form through the second phase of Taliban-Kabul talks, with a slow US withdrawal. 
of course, that status is not guaranteed during intra-Afghan talks, given Pakistan’s tough relationship 
with Kabul. But Pakistan’s chief of army staff General Qamar Javed Bajwa visited Kabul recently, 
meeting both President Ashraf Ghani and High Council for National Reconciliation leader Abdullah 
Abdullah, and those relationships seem to have improved in some ways. In October, High level 
Afghan delegations visiting Islamabad including Abdullah Abdullah, Gulbuddin Hikmatyar and 
Taliban delegation. 
Possible Scenarios if the Peace Process Fails 


Peace in Afghanistan would depend on the success of dialogue amongst the warring factions. 

A successful outcome would immediately quicken the pace of peace process in the country. 
However, following factors may push the whole process to failure with unintended consequences: 

e If parties fail to reach a compromise, the country may plunge into civil war, although in 

the presence of limited US military support, the Taliban may not be able to gain further 


territory. The regional warlords are likely to become more powerful pushing the country 
closer to anarchy. 


e A civil war would provide the opportunity to outside forces to intervene. India may take 
advantage of such a situation. 


e Afghanistan may turn into a sanctuary once again for religious extremists affecting the 
entire region. 


e Narco business may flourish further along with the war economy. 


e Pakistan will have to face massive influx of Afghan refugees for which the country’s 
economy is not geared to cope with. 


e Coronavirus will be a test case both for the government and Taliban to show their concern 
for mitigation of the pandemic. 


ARMENIA-AZERBIJAN CONFLICT 


A simmering, decades-long conflict between Armenia and Azerbaijan over the enclave of 
Nagorno-Karabakh erupted in late September into the worst fighting the area had seen since a vicious 
ethnic war in the 1990s. 


Skirmishes have been common for years along the front lines of Nagorno-Karabakh, which is 
internationally recognized as a part of Azerbaijan but is home to ethnic Armenians. 


This time the conflict is different, analysts and former diplomats say, because Turkey has 
offered more direct support to Azerbaijan, and because of the scale of the fighting. Both sides have 
been using drones and powerful, long-range rocket artillery, they say. 

__Turkey’s direct engagement in support of its ethnic Turkic ally, Azerbaijan, in an area of 
traditional Russian influence, risks turning the local dispute into a regional one. 
“ae A cease-fire agreement reached on November 9 is a case in point: The deal was brokered by 
Foa and the next day Russian peacekeepers began deploying into the Nagorno-Karabakh region. 
is erbaijan has insisted it has a right to invite Turkish peacekeepers as well, raising the possibility - 
at the two countries’ soldiers would operate in proximity along a tense front line. 
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Before the cease-fire, attacks had spread far from the front lines. Cities in Azerbaijan, 
Nagorno-Karabakh and Armenia have been hit by long-range weaponry fired by combatants on both 
sides. The capital of Nagorno-Karabakh, Stepanakert, has been repeatedly bombarded. 

Azerbaijan accused Armenia of firing powerful rockets at the country’s second largest city, 
Ganja, and at a hydroelectric station, suggesting an effort to destroy civilian infrastructure. 


Three earlier cease-fire agreements, brokered by Russia, the France and the United States, 
quickly broke down. The latest Russian effort is distinct for sending peacekeeping troops and for the 
sweeping concessions Armenia accepted to avoid battlefield losses. 


Here’s a guide to the Nagorno-Karabakh war and why it flared again. 


The Region is an Ethnic Tinderbox 
Nagorno-Karabakh has long been ripe for renewed local conflict. 


A war that began in the late Soviet period between Armenians and Azerbaijanis set the stage 
for the fighting today. At that time, the ethnic Armenian enclave in Azerbaijan declared 
independence and was nearly crushed in the ensuing war before its fighters captured areas of 
Azerbaijan in a series of victories leading up to a cease-fire in 1994. 


But the tensions go back further, to at least World War I, during the fall of the Ottoman 
Empire, when Armenians were slaughtered and expelled from Turkey in what many now consider a 
genocide. That history, Armenians say, justifies their military defence of their ethnic enclave. 


The 1994 cease-fire, always meant to be temporary, left about 600,000 Azerbaijanis — who 
had fled Nagorno-Karabakh and seven surrounding districts captured by the Armenians — stranded 
away from their homes. It also left Nagorno-Karabakh, closely aligned with Armenia, vulnerable to 
attack by Azerbaijan, which vowed to recapture the area. 


A Local Fight Drew in Regional Powers 


Russia and Turkey had coordinated at times in the past to tamp down tensions between 
Azerbaijan and Armenia. 


But the uneasy cooperation between Turkey and Russia, an ally of Armenia, comes as both 
countries become increasingly assertive in the Middle East and as the United States steps back. 
Relations between all three countries have become more complicated. 


Turkey has alienated the United States by buying anti-aircraft missiles from Russia and cutting 
a natural gas pipeline deal seen as undermining Ukraine. At the same time, it is fighting proxy wars 
against Moscow in Syria and Libya. 

After Russian airstrikes in Syria killed Turkish soldiers earlier this year, Turkey soon appeared 
on other battlefields where Russia was vulnerable. 

In May, Turkey deployed military advisers, armed drones and Syrian proxy fighters to Libya to 
shore up the UN-backed government and push back a Russian-supported rival faction in that war. In 
July and August, it sent troops and equipment to Azerbaijan for military exercises. 

Armenia has said that Turkey is directly involved in the fighting in and around Nagorno- 


Karabakh, and that a Turkish F-16 fighter shot down an Armenian jet. Turkey denied those 
accusations. 
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After satellite images revealed F-16s parked on the apron of an Azerbaijani airfield, 
Azerbaijan’s president conceded that Turkish planes were in his country but said they had not flown 
in combat. 

Russia and France have both supported Armenia’s claim that Turkey deployed Syrian militants 
to Nagorno-Karabakh, following its playbook in Libya. 


Warning Signs went Ignored 

Distracted by other issues like the pandemic and a popular uprising in Belarus, another former 
Soviet state, international mediators missed warning signs and possible openings for diplomacy, 
analysts say. Busy with a presidential election, the United States played a limited role in 
the diplomacy. 

Travel restrictions related to the coronavirus prevented traditional shuttle diplomacy over the 
summer, said Olesya Vartanyan, a senior Caucasus analyst at the International Crisis Group. For the 
antagonists in Nagorno-Karabakh, “this is a perfect time” to start a war, she said. 


When Armenia killed a general and other officers in Azerbaijan’s Army in a missile strike 
during a border skirmish in July, Turkey immediately offered to help prepare a response, a retired 
Turkish general, Ismail Hakki Pekin, has said. 


Turkish and Azerbaijani joint military exercises ensued, raising tensions. 


The Prospects for Peace 


By early November, the fighting had turned against Armenia. Azerbaijani forces captured the 
Nagorno-Karabakh region’s second largest city and cut a key access road needed for military 
supplies to reach the mountain enclave, starving its defenders of hope of holding out. 


The cease-fire signed by President Vladimir V. Putin of Russia, President Ilham Aliyev of 
Azerbaijan and Prime Minister Nikol Pashinyan of Armenia calls for Armenia’s army to withdraw 
from Nagorno-Karabakh and be replaced by Russian peacekeepers. 


The deal delivered to Azerbaijan much of what the country has sought for years in 
negotiations. 


Ganja Gap under Threat 


There are only three ways for energy and trade to flow overland between Europe and Asia: 
through Iran, Russia, and Azerbaijan. With relations between the West, Moscow, and Tehran in 
tatters, that leaves only one viable route that is hundreds of billions of dollars’ worth of trade — 
through Azerbaijan. 


When you factor in Armenia’s occupation of Nagorno-Karabakh, all that is left is a narrow 60- 
mile-wide chokepoint for trade out of the more than 3,200 miles spanning the distance between the 
Arctic Ocean and the Arabian Sea. This trade chokepoint has been coined the “Ganja Gap” — named 
after Azerbaijan’s second largest city, Ganja, which sits in the middle of this narrow passage. The 
Ganja Gap is located mere miles from the front lines of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict and has come 
under repeated attack from Armenian forces since the recent fighting started. 


Currently, there are three major oil and gas pipelines in the region that crucially bypass Russia 
and Iran and pass through the 60-mile-wide Ganja Gap. (These pipelines include: the Baku-Tbilisi- 
Ceyhan Pipeline, which runs from Azerbaijan through Georgia and Turkey and then to the outside 
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world through the Mediterranean; the Baku-Supsa Pipeline carrying oil from the Caspian Sea to the 
Black Sea and then to the outside world; and the South Caucasus Pipeline running from Azerbaijan 
to Turkey, which will soon link up with the proposed Southern Gas Corridor to deliver gas to Italy 
and then to the rest of Europe). It is not just Europe that would be impacted if these pipelines were 
disturbed: Israel gets 40 percent of its oil from Azerbaijan through the Baku-Tbilisi-Ceyhan Pipeline, 

Fibre-optic cables linking Western Europe with the Caspian region pass through the Ganja 
Gap. The second-longest European motorway, the E60, which connects Brest, France (on the 
Atlantic ccast), with Irkeshtam, Kyrgyzstan (on the Chinese border), passes through the city of 
Ganja, as does the east-west rail link in the South Caucasus, the Baku-Tbilisi-Kars railway. 

The Gap is still used by the US today to provide non-lethal supplies to troops in Afghanistan, 
In fact, at the peak of the war in Afghanistan, more than one-third of America’s non-lethal military 
supplies like fuel, food, and clothing passed through the Ganja Gap either overland or in the air en 
route to US forces in Afghanistan 


TRUMP’S ISRAEL-PALESTINE PEACE PLAN 
(DEAL OF CENTURY) 


Introduction 


President Donald Trump claims his peace plan for Israel and Palestine will prove to be a 
triumph that will last for the next 80 years. But it’s unclear whether it will be viable for even 80 
minutes. . 

That’s because most analysts believe the deal — the political portion of which was finally 
released is dead on arrival. 

“Its a total shitshow,” a former senior White House official familiar with the peace plan 
process told the day before its release. 

In roughly 50 pages, the administration’s political strategy — masterminded by Trump son-in- 
law and senior adviser Jared Kushner — aims to solve the intractable problems that have stymied 
both Democratic and Republican administrations for decades. 

It defines the future of Israeli settlements, how Palestinians might conditionally form a state, 
and America’s view of Israel’s myriad security concerns. 


What it doesn’t do is provide a “right of return” for displaced Palestinians to their ancestral 
homes in Israel, allow for a sovereign state of Palestine to form a military that it could use to threaten 
Israel (or to defend itself against Israel), or give Palestinians any meaningful part of Jerusalem as 
its capital. 

In fact, it essentially ignores all of the Palestinians’ key desires, as the plan was drafted with no 
input from Palestinian leaders. 


The rollout’s optics, which featured Trump alongside Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu but with no Palestinian leadership present, won’t quell those concerns. Some even argue 
the plan’s release is more meant to help Netanyahu win a tough election in March. 

“The so-called ‘deal of the century’ isn’t a peace plan at all. It is a plan to re-elect Benjamin 
Netanyahu,” Guy Ziv, an Israel expert at American University, stated “If this plan was truly aimed at 
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breaking the diplomatic stalemate, the Palestinians would have been consulted in the plan’s 


formulation.” He noted that their negotiators cut off ties when Trump’s team decided to move the US 
Embassy in Israel to Jerusalem. 


“It’s not a serious plan,” Ziv continued. 


“It satisfies neither the national aspirations of the 
palestinian people nor Israel’s security needs,” 


But to hear Trump tell it, he has brokered the most important diplomatic breakthroughs not just 
of his presidency but of modern history. “It’s been a long and very arduous process to arrive at this 
moment,” Trump said in a speech at the White House standing next to a smiling Netanyahu. “All 
prior administrations from President Lyndon Johnson have tried and bitterly failed, but I was not 
elected to do small things or shy away from big problems.” 


Netanyahu, for his part, was thrilled with the outcome, 


“I believe that down the decades, and perhaps down the centuries, we will also remember 
January 28, 2020, because on this day, you became the first world leader to recognize Israel’s 


sovereignty over areas that are vital to our security and central to our heritage,” the prime minister 
said to Trump. 


What happens next is key. It’s unclear if America’s allies in the Middle East and Europe will 
stand behind the strategy, and Palestinian leaders have already rejected it. Netanyahu aims to push 
for a vote to annex 30 percent of the West Bank and parts of the Jordan Valley — clearly 
emboldened by the plan’s release. 

Which means it already looks like the Trump administration has deepened the crisis it 
promised to solve. “The real threat to peace is if the plan succeeds,” Khaled Elgindy, an adviser to 
Palestinian leadership from 2004 to 2009 and now at the Middle East Institute in Washington. 


What the New Peace Plan Actually Says 


There’s a lot to this document, but there are four major elements of the new political proposal 
in particular you need to know about: (1) Israel keeps the vast majority of Jerusalem as its sovereign 
capital; (2) Palestinians get no right of return; (3) it redraws borders mainly between Israel and the 
West Bank; and (4) doesn’t allow for Palestine to create a fighting force to defend itself. 


Jerusalem 


First, Israel gets the entirety of an undivided Jerusalem as its capital. A future state of Palestine 
would get a few neighbourhoods in far eastern Jerusalem. 


That’s a major decision. For the first 20 years of Israel’s existence, Jerusalem was divided. 
Israel controlled the parts of Jerusalem and its suburbs inside the red dotted line on this map, while 
Jordan controlled everything outside of it: Jordan controlled the Temple Mount, a hill in the map’s 
brown splotch. The hill hosts the Western Wall, a retaining wall of an ancient Jewish temple and one 
of Judaism’s holiest sites, and two of Islam’s most important landmarks, the al-Aqsa Mosque and the 
Dome of the Rock. Israeli Jews weren’t allowed to pray in the area while Jordan controlled it. During 
the 1967 war, Israel took control of East Jerusalem. 

Israel calls Jerusalem its undivided capital today, but few countries recognize it as such. UN 
` ity Council Resolution 478 condemns Israel’s decision to annex East Jerusalem as a violation 
°t international law and calls for a compromise solution. 


Secur 
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So for the Trump administration to basically say, “Sorry, all of Jerusalem belongs to Israel,” iş 
a gutsy move that will make Israel’s leaders happy but doom any chance of bringing the Palestinians 


on board. 
No “Right of Return” for Palestinian Refugees 


The plan explicitly states that there shall be no “right to return” for the millions of Palestinians 
forced out of their ancestral homes during the formation of the Israeli state. 

The 1948 war uprooted 700,000 Palestinians from their homes, creating a refugee crisis that is 
still not resolved. Palestinians call this mass eviction the Nakba — Arabic for “catastrophe” — and 
its legacy remains one of the most intractable issues in ongoing peace negotiations. 

Today, there are more than 7 million Palestinian refugees, defined as people displaced in 1948 
and their descendants, A core Palestinian demand in peace negotiations is some kind of justice for 
these refugees, most commonly in the form of the “right of return” to the homes their families 
abandoned at the time. 

Israel can’t accept the right of return without abandoning either its Jewish or democratic 
identity. Adding 7 million Arabs to Israel’s population would make Jews a minority; Israel’s total 
population is about 8 million, a number that includes the 1.5 million Arabs already there. So Israelis 
refuse to even consider including the right to return in any final status deal — and now, it seems, the 
Americans agree with that view. 

The plan lays out three options for these refugees: 

1. Absorption into the State of Palestine (subject to the limitations provided below); 

2. Local integration in current host countries (subject to those countries consent); or 


3. The acceptance of 5,000 refugees each year, for up to ten years (50,000 total refugees), in 
individual Organization of Islamic Cooperation member countries who agree to 
participate in Palestinian refugee resettlement (subject to those individual countries’ 


agreement). 


Redrawing of Borders 
The proposal redraws borders to effectively give Israel more land in the Palestinian-controlled 
West Bank, in exchange for “land swaps” that include two areas in the Negev Desert. 


Here’s the “conceptual map” included in the proposal: 


White House 

As you can see, the map gives Israel a large chunk of the West Bank where there are currently 
a number of Israeli settlements. These settlements in the Israeli-occupied Palestinian territory are 
currently illegal under international law and are not considered part of Israel proper. This plan would 
change that by granting Israel the big section of land they’re built on. 

The map also shows that Israel would take control of the Jordan River Valley. That’s a promise 
Netanyahu made to his people last September, and it’s highly controversial. 

The Jordan Valley runs along the east edge of the West Bank, the heavily Palestinian- 
populated area taken by Israel in the 1967 war, marking its boundary with neighbouring Jordan. It 
contains both Palestinian population centres, like the city of Jericho, and a number of Israeli 
settlements. 
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The most credible argument for Israel formally seizing control of this land is essentially 
strategic. Israel has faced invasions from Jordan before, and an IDF military presence in the Jordan 
valley is arguably vital to protecting Israel from a hypothetical future invasion. 

However, there is no imminent risk of such an invasion to justify an immediate land grab. And 
there are lots of arrangements by which Israel could protect legitimate security interests in the Jordan 


Valley without outright seizing the land. It could station some troops there with permission from a 
Palestinian state, for example. 


Which means the plan looks simply like a big land grab that would also ruin any hope of a 
future Palestinian state. 


A Permanently Demilitarized State of Palestine 


Finally, the plan calls for a future state of Palestine to basically never be able to secure itself. 
“The State of Palestine will not have the right to forge military, intelligence or security agreements 
with any state or organization that adversely affect the State of Israel’s security, as determined by the 


State of Israel,” the document reads. “The State of Palestine will not be able to develop military or 
paramilitary capabilities inside or outside of the State of Palestine.” 


In other words, a future Palestinian state would not be able to create armed forces to protect 
itself or fight others. This might seem prudent for Israel’s security, but it would basically leave the 


state of Palestine at the mercy of Israel’s strong military, giving Israel a greater ability to bully its 
future neighbour. 


There’s an Economic Component to the Peace Plan Too 


This is all supposed to add to the economic portion of the peace plan the administration 
released last June. 
Dubbed “Peace to Prosperity,” the economic plan was billed as “a vision to empower the 


Palestinian people to build a prosperous and vibrant Palestinian society.” The administration claimed 
it had “the potential to facilitate more than $50 billion in new investment over ten years.” 


But critics slammed the proposal, likening it to a “real estate brochure” — complete with 


glossy promotional photos from Palestinian aid programmes that the Trump administration has cut 
funding for. 


Crucially, the plan lacked any details about a political solution to the Israeli-Palestinian 
conflict. That was by design: Kushner decided to put out the economic half before releasing the 
political half, saying that releasing the economic bit was “less controversial.” But without that second 
political half, the economic proposal was essentially meaningless. 


| It’s hard to imagine anyone investing billions of dollars in big infrastructure and transportation 
Projects for Palestinians in the West Bank and Gaza while the Israeli government continues to annex 
more and more territory in the former and regularly bombs the latter. The question now is if the 
political portion satisfies any of those concerns, but experts almost unanimously say that it won’t. 


No plan was ever going to be perfect. Past administrations, Republican and Democrat, failed to 


ai a peace deal. Trump’s plan was thus always likely to join theirs on the trash heap of 
| iplomatic history, 


> 
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But this administration’s attempt differed in the way it bluntly sidelined Palestinian interest 
and leaders while prioritizing Israeli interests, It was less of a negotiation, then, and more of : 
a 


strong-arming. 
What has the Palestinian Reaction Been? 


Despite Trump’s assertion that the deal was “a win-win opportunity” for both sides 
Palestinians have largely rejected it. , 


Mahmoud Abbas, the 84-year-old leader of the Palestinian Authority, condemned the plan in a 
speech calling it a “conspiracy” not worthy of serious consideration. 

“We say a thousand times over: no, no, no,” Mr. Abbas said, speaking from Ramallah in the 
West Bank. The Palestinian leadership cut off communication with the Trump administration in 2017 
after Washington recognized Jerusalem as Israel’s capital and later moved the American Embassy to 
the city. On the streets of Gaza and the West Bank, protests against the plan broke out on Tuesday, 

__ The reaction from other Arab governments has been mixed. None of the United States’ Arab 

allies have formally endorsed the plan or committed to ushering it into reality, though ambassadors 
from Bahrain, Oman and the United Arab Emirates attended the announcement. 


Conclusion 


The Oslo Accords, under American mediation, were peace talks that achieved a set of 
agreements under the two-state solution notion which ultimately failed due to mistrust from both 
sides. The Israelis had security concerns and the Palestinians were hoping to create an independent 
state. Trump’s plan came as a facilitator instead of a mediator. In these terms the American 
administration pushed the Israeli agenda under ambiguous policies that were rejected by the 
international community. For instance, the plan proposed a future Palestinian state; nevertheless, it 
did not provide some characteristics of an independent state such as accepting the return of the 
refugees, raising an armed force, and conducting relations with other nations. The plan was mainly 
concerned with Israel’s security only. Instead of creating a Palestinian state, the plan proposed an 
answer closer to a one state solution with an apartheid system for the Palestinians, 

The opinion here deliberates the current problem is within Israel itself since they gained the 
supremacy over the Palestinians. Hence, it is proposed that an adjustment for the Trump’s plan and to 
make it more egalitarian; a one state solution that would be fair to both conflicting party; a solution 
that Israel must initiate to guarantee its long-lasting security which is considered its first priority. A 
one state solution can assimilate both nations into one hybrid state under a new constitution with 
certain consensual policies that would guarantee the continuous Israeli existence but giving the 


Palestinians their full rights. 


ROLE OF AFGHANISTAN IN 
REGIONAL ECONOMIC CONNECTIVITY 


The resilient Afghans have paid a heavy price for conflict in Afghanistan. But the recent Doha 
Accords present a rare hope for Afghanistan and the region. The strategic and geopolitical location of 
Afghanistan in the heart of Asia and on the ancient Silk Route can play a vital role in the economic 
integration of the region. The country can serve as a linking ring of Southern and Northern Asia, 
Middle East and Western Asia by contributing to the region’s economic development and stability. 
Central Asian resources of natural gas, fuel and electricity located northwards of Afghanistan are 
planned to be transported to South Asian markets including Pakistan and India for domestic and 
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industrial production. Likewise, the products like rice, poultry inputs, fresh juice, tea, fruits, 
vegetables, spices, agricultural implements etc. of South Asian countries can be exported to Central 
Asia through Afghanistan. Then, Afghanistan can play an effective role in expanding the scope of 
Gowadar port to the Central Asian states. In this activity of regional trade and commerce, 
Afghanistan can achieve its own economic development through poverty alleviation and foreign 
investment. This would enable Afghanistan to exploit its huge untapped deposits and minerals. 

Afghanistan is already part of the various re 
Economic Cooperation (CAREC), South Asia As 
Regional Economic Cooperation of A 
Organization (SCO), Economic Cooperatio 
have a look at certain regional connectivit 
regional economic integration. 


gional cooperations like Central Asia Regional 
sociation Regional Cooperation (SAARC), the 
fghanistan (RECCA), the Shanghai Cooperation 
n Organization (ECO) and Heart of Asia etc. Let us 
y projects related with Afghanistan that are aimed at 


A. Central Asia South Asia (CASA-1000): This project has been established to export 


surplus 1300 MW hydel energy of Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan to Afghanistan and Pakistan during 
summer. Then, via same power transmission lines of Afghanistan, the excess electricity of Pakistan 
during winter is being negotiated to be transmitted back to Central Asia. 

B. The Turkmenistan-Afghanistan-Pakistan-India (TAPI): The TAPI project has been 
designed to ease the energy deficit of India, Pakistan and Afghanistan, as the pipeline will carry 33 
billion cubic meters of gas per year. The gas pipeline will originate from Galkynysh gas field in 
Turkmenistan connecting with Afghanistan’s Herat-Kandahar highway, then via Quetta and Multan 
in Pakistan ending up at Fazalka that is India’s town bordering Pakistan. The TAPI project is funded 
by the Asian Development Bank. 

C. The Lapis Lazuli Route (CAREC Corridor #2): The Lapis Lazuli Route is an 
international transit route opened in 2018 and is part of Central Asia Regional Economic Cooperation 
(CAREC) Program Transport Corridor #2. It links Afghanistan to Turkey through Turkmenistan, 
Azerbaijan and Georgia in the west and stretches in the east to China through the Kyrgyzstan and 
Uzbekistan. The Lapis Lazuli Corridor agreement is of immense importance for creating 
opportunities for trade expansion and building regional connectivity. 


D. East Asia-Middle East and South Asia (CAREC Corridor # 5): This corridor improves 
Chinese trade relations with Middle East and South Asia using Central Asia as junction. Afghanistan 
is crucial component of this corridor that would ensure smooth arrival of Chinese goods in Iran, 
Pakistan and Middle East. The corridor covers 3700 km roads and 2000 km railways. Under this 
corridor, Pakistan provides a vital link to the landlocked countries of Central Asia by giving access to 
its warm water ports of Gowardar and Karachi on Arabian Sea. 


E. The Wakhan Corridor: It is a narrow strip of land situated in the north-eastern 
Badakhshan province of Afghanistan and is surrounded on three sides by Pakistan, Tajikistan and 
China. The Wakhan Corridor is flanked by the exquisite Pamir Mountains to the north and the 
Karakoram Range to the south, with huge economic and strategic potential. Afghanistan and China 
signed an MOU in 2009 for construction of a road through Wakhjir Pass of the Wakhan Corridor that 
would connect the recently built Karakoram Highway by linking Kashgar in Xinjiang al Islamabad. 

IS road would represent the cheapest route extending CPEC to Central Asia while giving access to 
€ warm waters of Gowadar. 
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F. Afghanistan-Pakistan Transit Trade Agreement (APTTA): It is a bilateral trade agreement 
a : eh Pakistan and Afghanistan in 2010. Its purpose Is to facilitate the movement of good, 
eevee thetwo countries. The agreement allows both countries to use each other’s railways, airports 


roads and ports for transit trade along designated transit corridors. 

G. Goods in Transit to Afghanistan (GITA): It is a train service launched first time by 
Pakistan in February, from Karachi to the Chaman city bordering Afghanistan. GITA is a cross. 
border freight train that reaches the destination in 48 hours with 35 containers. 

H. Belt and Road Initiative (BRI): Being located at the cross-roads of Central, South and 
South-West Asia, Afghanistan is poised to benefit from and provide benefit to China in BRI. Thus 
far, Afghanistan and China have undertaken a few projects, such as the Digital Silk Road, the Sino- 
Afghanistan Special Railway Transportation Project, the Five Nations Railway Project and a Kabul. 
Urumai air corridor. 

I. China Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC): Afghanistan has also increased its tilt 
towards the Gowadar port under CPEC for murine trade. Afghanistan, Pakistan and China are also 
exploring links with the CPEC that can transform Afghanistan into a regional trade and transit hub, 
In June, activity under Pakistan-Afghanistan Transit Trade Agreement has been resumed, as first 
bulk-cargo ship “MV Manet” carrying wheat and urea of Afghan transit has reached Gowadar. This 
would stimulate volume of transit and trade through Afghanistan. Iran is also eager to connect its 


Chabahar port to Gowadar. 


Above initiatives of regional connectivity and economic integration are subject to viable peace 


and stability in Afghanistan that must be indigenous. Only an Afghan-owned and Afghan-led 
reconciliation process, which recognizes Afghanistan’s political realities and diversity, could produce 


eace. Onset of intra-Afghan negotiations is right step in quest for a unified, independent 


a lasting p 
ghbours. We hope Afghanistan 


and sovereign Afghanistan that is at peace with itself as well as its nei 
would be able to reap the ‘dividends of peace’ in the form of economic progress and prosperity by 


serving as regional hub for trade as transit. 


Scanned with CamScanner 


